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has been. a source. of “controversy . since the 
inception of the Warren Commission. peters! 7 
have: repeatedly. charged that oe: cra participated: 
ain a conspiracy ‘designed to suppress, information © 
relevant to. the assassination of. President remedy. 


pee ee During 1976 the. eritic! Ss eee 


assertions. were “the: subject of official inguiry, 


by the Senate ‘Select Committee: to Stuay oe. 


Governmental. Operations (hereinafter SSC) .: so 


ssc, in its report regarding, "The Investigation . 


of the Assassination of President John F. ‘Kennedy: 


Performance. of. the Intelligence Agencies" ‘reached. . 
Pee US cake ee 
the following conclusion: 
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eye ke 
The ‘Committee emphasizes - that it has = rath ae 
not uncovered any evidence suf fficient 
~. to justify. a conclusion that there was: 
a conep aeey ‘to assassinate President 
Kennedy.» e 
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mittee has” 


“if the Warren @ 4 > 


holding of 


Commission was the - 


a7 Fay. ‘This. Bouck was “nighly critical: of 


"Final. Report: conveyed § an impression oe limited 


| disagreement with this characterization of the. 
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oes roms ClA—controlled documents. ) ; 


result ‘of: a conscious intent to. do so ) by the. 


“Agency or its employees 
| : “The Committee thas” sought to. examine the: 
issue detailed: above. in both an objective a 

and « disciplined manner... ‘In order to accomplish - 


| this goal the Committee has utilized.a. 1977, Task Peece 


Report Hy the/€xxé y - erexal (hereinafter : 


: ag vastly galerren bh AMEASH a give 
“the: SSC findings’ “and: eae that the ssc 


effort: ‘by ‘the cra to assist ‘the ‘Warren comiesion 


ane its work. The a7 ‘IGR was, an, fundamental 


“ssc. findings and noted ‘that. "CEA did ebale: and. 


collect. information in support of the Warren 


a Commission. “Additionally, it. conducted studies 


and submitted special analyses. and. reports." 


7 IGR, ‘Introduction to. ‘Tab. Ee) . - i. ogee 

on order to ‘demonstrate further. the: scope 
ir of:  euppone provided by ‘the CIA. ‘£0 the Warren ee 
Commission, the a IGR. contained a 2 comprehensive 


‘listing of. CIA. generated material mae available” 


i BO both the U.S. Intelligence’ Community é and” 


“oS tion’ of President. Kennedy. ‘In’ ‘this respect, 


Ss the! Comittee has paralled its: ‘review to. the. 


‘Classification:. .. 


(This fort is to be “iced for ‘material extracted Te . 
from CiA—controlled documents.) - ea 


“the Warren. ‘Commission regarding the assassina: 


the | Committee agrees with: the 72. ‘IGR eee 


it is stated that! "This compiliation (of 
CIA generated material) is. appropriate to 
. “consideration of the extent of the CIA eae 


oe) the extent, that it reveals something, of 


the ‘results of that effort.” (77 TGR, ‘guecoaustion* ¢ 


“a bee Tab gE). 


“In examining the Agency" Ss | comprehensive 


"listing of CIA: generated material referenced ‘above, 


" structure given to these materials by the qW7- ‘igre 


In this regard ‘the 77 IGR details four. inti 2 8 


related. compilations of Kennedy. assassination 
material. “These four compilations are: 


2). Agency dissemination of information 


and ‘Informal Disseminations) _ 
2) Dissemination of material ne ‘the 


AS Warren Commissions 


AS ape ating a FOF 


“to the Intelligence Community comms * 
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ou * : er “Cthis ‘fori 3 ‘is. to" ‘be’ ‘used: far: material extracted | 
: . from ClA—controlled documents.) ee 


se 3y Agency dissemination to ‘the FBI et aL 


regarding, ‘rumors: and. allegations oe 
“regarding President Kennedy’ s 
assassination pS 
Memorandum submitted by cra to che 
Warren Commission. on. Rumors and 
Allegations Relating to the President! ee 
i) Aaaasniantion CT IGR,. ‘Introduction | So 


“to. ‘Tab E.) 


Zn reviewing. ‘these compilations, 


| the. Committee . — focused ‘upon. ‘those. 


cra materials which the 77 IGR documented as having a 


made available in written, form to. the Warren. 
a commission. 


: ‘During the ‘course Of: nas. study, additional 


Agency ‘files, have been. reviewed. ‘These ‘files have 
Bera: examined in an effort, to resolve certain 


issues. created ‘by the ‘review ‘of: the’ Agency" s- 


‘compilations discussed ‘in ‘this. ‘report. Where 


» files ‘have been ‘requested and reviewed in an: ‘effort 


“apparent gaps: existed in. ae. written: record, “ mg 
‘to ‘resolve ‘thése-gaps.- Where significant. substantive ; 


‘Classification: _" ==" "" 


(This fon is to be ‘ned. “toe ‘material extracted 
from ClA—controlled docunients. yu 
issues have arisen related to. the ‘kind and 


quality of information. provided the Warren 


- Commission, ‘files have’ also been requested a 
7 “reviewed in an effort to resolve these Tissues 
As a result, approximately thirty files, comprising . 
an approximate total of ninety volumes: of | 
material have been. examined and analyzed 


-in preparation of this report... 


7 The Bindings set forth herein” are , subject: 
to modification due to the following considera << 
tions. During ‘the course of the past fifteen 


years, the cIA has» generated massive amounts of 


oatpeged 


information related to the assassination of 
President Kennedy. in? spite of. the. Agency’ ee 
eect document retrieval system, cértain 
: documents requested ‘by. this. Committee for study 
cele and ‘analysis have not been located. ‘Whether ‘these OEP Se 
: “documents merely pave: been filed incorrectly ‘or te Doe 


“destroyed, gaps in. the written. record still do’ 
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(T his torn a to: be- ined for- imaterial “extracted: : ie 
"from ‘ClA—controlled documents.) © se EE ae 
relevancy adopted. by: the CIA and. ‘this ‘committee, > 


0/5! 
| Seertain files | requested by the Committee for or’ 


. have been made | avadiahie: ‘to: 

* the. Committee in a satitizea ‘tashion® a 
to the degree reflected by the Agency? s denial 
of access and/or. sanitization of certain a materials, | 

Sthie stuay' s conclusions. are ‘based | upon the. 7 

“best « evidence available to ‘the Committee “the Cough | 
‘this may not be all relevant. evidence to which | 

the: Agency, has. access. | 


One musty ‘moreover, give. due. consideration 


to. ‘the. role, that oral. discussions, oral. briefings, 


“and meetings. of ‘Warren Commission and CIA. 
" representatives may: have ‘played in the supply of. 
“assassination-related information by the cIA to 
the, Warren: ‘Commission. The ‘subject and substance 
7 of these discussions, ‘briefings, ¢ and. meetings | < 
ae not always: be" reflected by the. written 
record made the subject of this. study. 
“Therefore, the. committee has conducted | interviews, 
* depoettions cake executive session hearings with” ‘o00006 
os exk ee les pertainig to iia os Ren Tee i 
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key ¥ Warren Commission staff and members and 
former o or present ‘CIA. representatives in an 
effort, to resolve questions that are not 


addressed aye the written record. - The results” 


of the Committee! s efforts to chronicle this 
‘aspect of the working Helationshis between ‘the 
‘Warren ‘Commission _and the . cIA will be a subject 
for. discussion hérein. | a : | 


ae In addition, this report will examine the 


study as outlined above, in the. following generey : 
order: of discussion: re | | a ip ? 
| qy- ‘ths - b¥gani zation of ‘the ‘CIA! s investigation 
foe eeceiaéne Kennedy ' s assassination; 
| 2) the woeens relationship of the Warren’. 
Commission staff and those’ CIA representatives, 
concerned with the Warren Commission inquigy; 
3)" ‘the standards of investigative cooperation < 
| waten ‘the Waxten Commission ‘staff believed. 
a govern. the quality and easntie: of | 


“information supplied by the CIA to the i 


: following subjects generated by the Committee" eee — fs 


1 waeren Commission; 
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4) the © cra! Ss concern ‘gor protection of its” be 


"sensitive sources and methods and the 
consequent effects of this concern _ 

upon the: waren Commission investigation; 

7 ei see e ave ore 

the substance and. quality of information 


"concerning Luisa Calderon passed to the 


_ Warren. Commission and. the results of, this” 
-.. Committee’: Ss investigation ace Calderon 


Land her significance to the ‘events of oe 


| “November 22, 1963. ee 
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ar ie ‘Organization of CIA Investigation | 


of President onpedy.. s Assassination 


In his Executive Session testimony before ‘the | Select 
committee, Richard Helms, the CIA's pepury Director for 
“Plans during 1963, “described the CIA! Ss. role’ in the | 

investigation of President Kennedy’ s assassination as aM 
5 foltowas we | 
| | “This. crime. was ‘committed on. United 
States. soil. therefore, ; as. far as the 
Federal government was "concerned, “he pris 
mary. investigating agency would have been 
* the Federal. Bureau of Investigation without 
any: question.. The role of the CIA would | 2. 
“have been entirely supportive in the sense 
of what material -we are (sic) able to ie - 
ee outside the limits of the United 
States with a eee ee the investigation. 


Sie: HEOE investigative purposes, the Agency 


| Gesied by deer, ———— 


a fern 18 be used for neti oat iy. Pog 
an Ga—contralled Sena) oe 


"had no Perec role inside the nied oe 
States at all... So when. ri used here the | 
word." "supportive," I meant that in the 
literal sense of the. tern. We are. (sic) 
trying to support the FBI and support the” 
Warren Commission and be responsive to | 
their. requests, but we were not: initiating 


any investigations of our own or; to. my 


(Executive Session Testimony. of Richard 
Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.)- see a, | 
On November. 23, 1963 Helms. called | a meeting of senior 
y ae CIA officials eo outline the Agency! s- | investiga- ai ; 


pr dhe “tive responsibility vis a vis the assassination. (ssc, 


us ge 


Book™ Vv, ‘P - 25% >}> ~At that time; Helms placed John Scelso, Has a 
XS Wie re Sek 

ae Jo Braich Chief for-cIA operations in Hexico, Central 

“AE 


america, ‘and[panama,] in charge of. the Agency' s initiate ee ee 


"investigative efforts. (HSCA Class. ‘Deposition of: ‘John 


. recollection, were we ever asked to. : : S a visi oe aM f 


/ Seelso, 5/16/78, pp. 111-112, Exec. Session. | Testimony 
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“Scelso testified before the Select ‘Committee, — 
oa he was. given charge of the ‘Agency' s investigation 
on the basis of two considerations: ‘U)Ehes PELOr oo cane 
Jeupertence in conducting major, CTA security investi-. 
gations and 2 ‘the ‘observance of Oswald by CIA | 
"surveillance in Mexico, (Scelso' s ‘operational concern) _ 
less. than two months, prior to ‘the assassination. (ssc 
~~ Book’ v, pe. 2s, “HSCA Class. Deposition of John sete 
“8/16/70, | pp. 11-112. 7) Scelso also noted that : 
“during the course: of his investigative efforts, Helms 
oo aia n not. pressure him to. adopt, specific investigative eee 
theories 1 nor ‘reach conclusions within a set. period Ge: 
time; Executive Session ‘Testimony of Richard Helms a 


8/9/78, PP. 9- -10)* 


* 


ae sagmona Because. Chief of Research ‘and Analysis for ® » 
. CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's | 

responsibility. not. as a mandate to investigate but 

- Yather to "coordinate traffic (code facilitation, 
telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working 
with the DDP with respect to what was being done over 
the whole world..." (HSCA. Classified Deposanren of 
R. Rocca, 7.17/78, p..9.) 

- Rocca referred to this phase’ of ‘eng activity as" 

hg the GPFLOOR phase. ees ) 
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in which he ‘conducted the Agency’ s eae 


in the thing. — 


_..spractically my whole Branch participated — 
We. dropped almost everything © 


else and I put a lot of my officers to work 
in tracing names, analyzing files. 


We ‘were flooded with cable traffic, with 


“reports, “suggestions, allegations from all. 


over the world, and these things. had to be © 


checked out. 
and dozens of people all the time. 
» Papeete ice of John Scelso, ieee p.- 131)* eres 


Pe 


with the: FBI was. handled for ‘the CIA by 


Group of the CIA's Counterintelligence Staff. 


Deposition of Birch Q! Neal, 6/20/78, p. 


‘as follows: 


“(ghis eootabee: -- Footnote. cs 
~ on bottom of ‘page 5) - 


characterized his ‘functions with respect to ‘the Agency _ 
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—- continues . 


~S seelso 4 described ‘in “detail ‘to the ‘committe the 


“We were checking out just dozens. 
(HSCA Classified. 


tS During. the course of the Agency’ s | invetigation, ee oe 


cor 


Birch 0 Neal oe 
“90. i At ‘the. time bE the assassination, Mr. “0! ‘Neal, 
a former FBI: agent, was Chief of» ‘the ‘Special Investigations 


(HSCA. Classified 


ae 52. ). Me. O° Neal 


: Glassificatisn: - 


oe fs fom ig te be. sad fer ater ana 
FOR bees ate 


“ Scelso stated uring his ‘testimony. that’ CIA” 
on stations worldwide were alerted to ‘the agency’ s- i 
investigation ' "and the key stations: were receiving 
tips on the case, most of which were. phony. We did not 
send out instructions ‘saying everybody participate in 
ne investigation." (Ibid. ‘Pe 133. : It was his ; 
"- recollection, however, that throughout his ‘tenure as: 
“coordinator of the Agency’ s investigation, the Mexico 3 


. city Station was, the only CIA. field, station directly. 


Footnote ae -- Sane from | Bottom of page 46 


= knew. that. we (at: CIA) ‘aia. not have the. gh 
basic ‘responsibility. for investigating the wae A 
assassination of the President. If there was eas 
a crime commited in the course of this activity, 
+sit) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that 
Lt was our responsibility to give the fullest. 
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency — 
with regard to any aspects of our operations, 
you understand, and at the same time giving them : 
_ cooperation, and I was in close contact with Mr.: 
Sam Papich (of the FBI), and always fully co-,, ew. 
operated, and he always: uty cooperated with’ hd Se 
asia p. aac }: ; 7 a 


Oo! Neal noted: that his office (cr/st6) at. the direction of 
the. Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angleton, was - 
“designated the central ‘point for. collection of assassination= 


, related information made available to the FBI. (Ibid. pp. 52- 53. 
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involved’ in investigatory activities related to. ) President ~ 
"Kennedy's s assassination. (Ibid. ) J 
ee Nei eras ” : 
‘During the latter half of December, Scelso aa 
issued a ‘summary ‘report: which described Oswald's 
activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 ie 
October 3, 1963. - Scelso characterized the summary, report | 
as “incomplete by" comparison to. assassination-related | 
" tntormation then. available to the FBI ‘but not provided 
to CIA until alte. 1963. (Ibid. p.. ee “115. og (CIA, 
“Document § Report by: John ‘Scelso. to c/cr, ba Dec. 63. ye 


Following issuance of this report, Helms ‘shifted 


"responsibility for the ‘Cras. investigation of: President 


corey s assassination to the Counterintelligence . 
‘Staff. “(HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scélso, 
5/16/78, p. 136, “CE -HSCA Classified Deposition of. 


“Raymond, Rocca, 1/11/78, Pp. 15. wherein Rocca, states that: 


responsibility shifted from Scelso to. cr Staff ‘on oe eos 


* Rvoroximateiy. two Ee actay President. Kennedy' i 

_ assassination, Scelso prepared a summary Keport, 8 
provided to President Johnson by Helms. This report 
adopted the position that Oswald probably was.a.lone 
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban 
intelligence though. such ties could. not De: excluded — 


eae Ga rages. Be 114.) — 


| r e January 12, 1964.) Helms testified that this shift ‘in 
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_ Fesponsibility ws was, a. logical. development 1 because. the 


investigation had begun to take on. broader tones. 


“(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, 


p. 14, see also HSCA. Classified Deposition of John 
" Scelso, 5/16/78, Pp. 138.) | 
7 Helms' reasoning was expanded upon by Raymond » 
Rocca who testified before the. ‘Committee. ‘that aia SH 
shige in responsibility described by Helms was ; caused | | 


in part by. the establishment of the Warren comission, 


“(SCA Classified Deposition of Raymond, Rocca, ’pp. 12- -13. :% 


i * Rocca added: 


ere was rentirely aperooriate.. in ‘the 0, 

’ GPFLOOR ‘phase that he (Scelso) “would: 
have that (responsibility for ‘the ‘Agency. 
investigation. ) . But the minute you had 

~ a commission. set up outsilde ‘the line | : 

obviously had to. be the Director, and from . 
the Director to his Chief of Operations 

. Overseas, because the spread involved 

_ then. all of the. divisions. Here you had » 

Mr. (Scelso) being- asked to. sign off on. 

at—ha 


-have-seemed om erly: Pierce 
simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified 
Deposition of R. Roccay neu aes pe 128 ys 

James Angleton ‘supported Rocca ' Ss belief that (“the | an 


. spread (of investigative responsibility) ‘involved... e 
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alt of the (CIA) divisions." Angleton testifed » pe 
to this Committee that the Agency's efforts to 
gather and coordinate information related to | 
_. the assassination underwent a metamorphic : 

| transition. Initially, Angleton. noted, the | 
Director, Deputy, Director, Division Chiefs. and” 
Case Officers approached Warren. ‘Comissiona 
requirements - in a piecemeal fashion. — However, 
“Angleton testified ‘the Agency | was ‘eventually 

% able. to focus its resources. to avoid duplication _ 
"of effort and provide a system for the central 
etleatins of assassination related information 
"as “such information was developed. (HscA, | 
> Classified. Deposition of James Fogte tone! 7 
- 10/5/78, pp. 76-77, see also HSCA Classified ae 
Deposition of Raymond Rocca, 8/17/78, - 


pe 232} 
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~The. record: reveals that during this second | phase 
7 ee. CIA information collection efforts in : support, of 
the Warren Commission investigation the cconcanteasdin 
of agency resources shifted in emphasis from exploration | 
- of Oswald's activities in “Mexico city to his residency . 
in the Soviet. Union Aue ane 1959- 71962 and possible. 
: : O¢ pi 
"association: with the Soviet ‘intelligence ‘apparatus. * 


vs (Ibids, pp. 32- 33, 44, Executive Session. of Testimony of 


oy 


2 Richard Helms, 8/9/78; Pp. 23. ¥ -Asesesingiy, Rocca, ey 


“that during this phase primary interest in support of. the gen 


Warren commission was. to follow-up ¢ on Soviet leads: 
‘on the assumption, that a “person who spends 
four years**in the Soviet Union, under his 
circumstances, had to be of specific interest 
to soviet State security. and their collateral 

"authorities. — (HScA Classified Deposition of .. | 
Raymond Rocca, PP. 32- -33. ). Cantey | ace 
‘therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas © the CIA tended 


to concentrate on concerned the- Sovie est 
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*The- following exchange. between. Mr. Rocca and Committee 

_, Counsel: sheds further light on the difficulties encountered : 
By. the Agency . ‘related to°its. investigation of. possible: tea 
genea, tavelvenent ain the. -assassination:.” 


nee Mr. Goldsmith. “Gariger, when t: waked you which: 
.° aréaS-of. the case received emphasis, I believe. that you 
. indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis 
was | the Soviet connection. 


Mr. Rocca... That was eaeesinng: the one. that I would 
say ‘dominated ~~ looking at it from my point of. view. a 


gis ie, . Mr. Goldsmith, Now, had you known. abouk the anti-.. 

i Cask: assassination ‘Plots on the part. of the CIA,: ‘would - 
you have given more -priority,. more emphasis, to the . 
possi tity of. a Castro POneptEaCy to kill the President? 


“ur. Rocca. "Again, I say that it. would have 


simply - intensified it, that there was attention given ~~ | : S 


to it, not particularly oy the staff. I had no capabilities 
on’ the: Cuban side. . : , 


ee organization of their service and theie 
“: operation in Mexico was something entirely entirely ; Asie): : 
.. Within ---it- was an. enigma . at the time.’ They :were just” f 


; getting started.. This was WH's area. This was Win: — Caan 
4g. - Seett's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only. 

_ begun. to come out and they came out. ete the Cuban 

, aa defectors... ue 4 3 = on 
ee, hie So, I can te «= J really -can*t say that (a) the 
g ...-’ Cuban connection » was. ignored, because it wasn' oe The 


PEeses was filled with ‘it at the time.. 


The Harker interview should have been fndoubieigs: i 
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it 
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of 
the Rockefeller thing. 3 “s ee 


a Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was. the Cuban. connection 
pbrest taatene Oe 


“Mr. Raceay. 2 I don" t know. I don't Gide this. 
That. side of =n REDOEG: strikes me as being anededuete: 
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Mr. Goldsmith.” Well, when I said to ee extent 

i was the. Cuban connection. ‘investigated, I: don't- ‘mean: by es 
i “the Warren. Commission. I: mean” ‘to what: extent did’ ‘the’ Ce 
7 a PReReY provide. ie yee ) ae 
5" Me Roeea. | ee Poe 
didn't do it. , ae 2 ae : cet a 

Mr. Goldsmith.. "Pardon: me? 

Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn‘ t, in R & A. 

Mr. Goldsmith. So, ‘CI/R & AK aia ‘not Oo 


Mr. Rocca.” Go! into’ ‘the Cuban. ide. of it: at aie 
This. was something left to the people who were concerned | 
uspest tically, with Cuban intelligence: and aecurtty: operation. : 


Mr. Goldsmith. But. r ‘believe earlier we: 2 
established that Mr. ‘Helms. gave orders that. information: 
pertinent to the assassination was ‘to go through your... | 
office, correct? Bae ia Dee nate Ce a a ee 


Mr. “Rocca. ‘Yes. 


a Mr. Ga lasniene: “And. once Viner ation serene. 

“to the assassination: went: ‘through: your office, I take (it) 
you or Mr. Helms would decide what information would: 

be nelevant for the Warren Commission to. see. 


Is that correct? 
Me. Rocca. Well oe er. a. Sues? 
Mr. Goldsmith. — Based upon. what you knew? @ as 
Mr. “Rocca. Well, everything would go; yes. 
“ey Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in “the 
position, it would seem, to know what information was 


being generated in the field fpSer was going to the .. 
‘Warren Commission. . 


pariier< f Sekea re ae redeived emphasis’ 
_and i. belueve you indicated that the Soviet area | See 
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ete Be dae ome ‘Rocene. Primarily, primarily. ‘But. I didn' t 
Mean “by that that it ‘excluded the Cuban, because there _ 
-was.a lot.of material that came: ‘through:and- went to the : 
Commission . that concerned the Cubans... 


Mee Goldsmith. Let! Ss go’ ‘off. the record.  £otok 
(Discussion off the ‘record. ) 
Mrs Goldsmith. Let! s continue. 


ee “Mr. Rocca. My. PeceTieetion is that at the’ time 
ee the great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who 

-. werein touch with CIA had been somehow involved in. —oee? 
oe) this was” the great concern. - wo 


Mr.  Goldsmith.: That's another possibility. 
There are different -< 


Z Me. Roce. Guesticns went down 6 WH: | do you 
’ have. anybody who could moserniy Have: Agtten involved in, 
this kind of thing. - 


nat “ahere was extraordinary ‘aivicddce y I ‘thought, _ 
exercised to try to clarify that side. 


: Mr ; Goldsmith. - Do° you: think that. ‘the eocuineatey: 
of an assassination plot by Castro aria the President 
was  eaeana rely investigated? 


(Pause) . 

se -Mr.-Rocca. | With the advantages of 20-20 hind- . 
St ae I could say probably not. But at the time it seems 
to me that they gave due attention to it. == | within: the « 

information that I had at ny Geapeeet.:’ 5 
vk 
rae See . | oe 
**In race, (Ha spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union 
October 1959 - June 1962 .. es ee as 


‘secrel 


i oe 2 
20.0893 m, oe -s a tgh a a Ba ‘Seetieg y hen 


: ae | Sessa Saas -ongez0 
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Shad ‘traces, prior traces, as RGB 


They - were under consular 


Seople. 
eower and obviously could have been 
doing and were undoubtedly doing a 
- consular. job in those earlier contacts.. 
(Ibid., p. 33) 
UBOWEVeR Rocca did indicate that Cuban aspects 
ae the CIA investigation were not ignored "because ee 


there was a lot of material that came through and. 


went £6 the Commission that concerned the Cubans. 


| (Ibid. , Ds:. 44) a ee 
uf aa 7 a Mr. | Helms also testified that the. possibility pbs, 
; of Cuban involvement in President Kennedy’ s 
assassination was a source of deep concern within the 
Agency. (Exec. Session Testimony of Rs “Helms, 8/9/78, Os 21) 
Nevertheless, ae Helms stated that development. of informa 


e tion pertaining to Cuban knowledge of or participatiam 


in the assassination was very difficult to- obtain. 

(Ibid., p. 138) | ; 
Angleton was in agreement with Rocca" s analysis 

that dueine the second phase of ‘the Agency ' s support 


role to the Warren Commission the CIA concentrated its 


va _resources * asia = Soviet influence ‘on. . enue G21 
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his form is te be used fer material ext 
m er—eentraled ee 


epee Qngleton, Pe 86). “He stated oe the record 
with 3 regard to. the Warren ‘Commission’ s investigation» 
- (with the CIA': s support) ‘of Possible Cuban involvement 
in the deaausiiatione on 
I personally believe that the United 
| States intelligence services did not 
“have the capabilities to ever come to. 
ae adjudication (of the ‘Cuban aspect) . 
eg don' t. think the capabilities were there. 
(SCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton, 


10/878, Pe 93). 
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coordination of CIA efforts to assist ‘the Warren. 


was designated point of contact with. the Warren | 


Conmigsion. (HSCA Classified peposition‘of Jamas ‘2 


- Classification: 
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ae As ‘noted above, the CI. Staff assumed. responsibility | 7 


in. late December 1963 - early January 1964, for. the. oe 


Commission in its investigation. At that time, Raymond 2 


Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for cI Staff, _ 


Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.) Rocea's Research and 
Analysis component. was’ concerned with: a gh 


"analytical intelligence, analytical, — 
brainpower, which meant all source, “all 
overt source comprehension; a study of 
.. cases that had ceased to. occupy opera~ 
«tional significance, that is, closed cases, . 
- to maintain the ongoing record of overall 
“quality and quantity of counterintelligence 
being performed by the entire DDP operational - 
-component;... the Deputy Director for Plans 
(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca, =. 
_ 8/17/78; See also HSCA Classified pereg e208 
of James Angteten, ee A ree 77.) Aone 


ome, Rocca: Besetttod that assassination-related 


oa > 


a 


= 


information generated by CIA components was directed 
to his. staff (as designated point of contact with ‘the 


‘Warren Commission) in. the. normal flow. of day | to day 


SECRET 


Gasification: a 
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“work (ibias; pp. 16-17. ) This, information : was: pa 


reviewed by Rocca or his assistants who included a 
"‘Thomas-Hall, (Soviet Expert) , Paul-Hartman (general ws 
research and. search man for. the U.S. Intelligence Z 
~ community and . its resources), and Arthur_Doeley. (who 
' had transferred to the CIA from the FBI a number of 7 : 
years prior to the assassination) (Ibid. Pp. 17. oe a 
"During the course of the Warren Commission investi- 
"gation, Hall,Hertmanand-Dootey worked with those 
on OTe divisions ‘producing substantive information | 
related to the assassination. (tpid. a | an - 
| Mr. Rocca testified that even though 
- CI/RSA w was ‘the Agency" s | point Of reference with regard 
to the Warren Commission, neither. his staf nor. ‘the : 
oni staff in . general displaced the direct relations of 
Mr. Helms or’ ony other concerned Agency official with: 


oo She Warren Commission. (Ibid. ;. Rocca testified that Meither Lae 


- Division “(represented by Dauid-Mexphy, Chief of the 


gao028 
| Gleesticoion: SECRET 
| a 


p oa cI Staff nor His staff displaced the CIA' s Soviet 


| SERED. 


\ 


Cai u sea torts ————— 


ie fora is #9 be used ae steal ante 
Se ene aun 


sR division | and. his assistant, “‘Tennant_Begtey) in. 


“its contact with the Commission; nor did ‘CI/REA 
displace John Scelso in his contact with the Warren 
: Commission.) Rocca testified that in some instances 
pa J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission’ would go directly e. 
-* Helms with requests,. and in other instances David 
Slawson, a Commission Staff ‘counsel, conferred directly | 
with Tom-Hall of Rocca! s staff. (ibid. Be 36.) FP 
| “The record reveals that. on certain issues of : 
particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act. aoe 


as the Agency ' Ss ‘point of contact with the Warren commission. 


“notwithstanding the fact: that I was ‘the Working level 


point of contact. ” (HSCA Classified Deposition « of. ‘Raymond 


oe Although James Angleton bineeiaued as Rocca's direct 
_» Superior. during the course of the Warren Commission 
. investigation, . he did not. participate on a regular 
_-’ basis in the. Agency's efforts to supp]y ° ‘substantive — oy SS 
information to the Warren Commission nor did he deaf. .« > ory 

-.On a direct basis with Warren Commission representa~ a 

tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on: an unofficial basis; 
_.. .HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca, 8/17/78, 

. p. 17-18; HSCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton, «— 
10/5/78, p. 78.) However, Angleton ‘testified to this. | 
‘Committee that he did.attempt to keep apprised of. 
developments as the investigation progressed through | 
consultation with Rocca. (HSCA Cteeertied cana of - 

James Angleton, 10/5/78, pe mar _ 
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“Rocca, 8/17/78, p. 10) nocca eited | by way “of. ‘example. | 
the. case ‘of. the Soviet defector Nosenko. _ Rocca’ | 
testified that. he. dia not attend. any bes, the’ Agency. 
discussions: : Pertaining to Nosenka! s case” (Ibid. ye | 
‘Rather, (as: ‘it: affected the Warren Commission ee 
gation) © responsibility for the. ‘Nosenko case was. 
assigned ‘to Davie-Murphy, ‘Chief’ ‘Of SR = itn tn 
addition to. Richard. Helms Cxbid) | ; 


a Rocca. described the ‘Cr stafé. mail intercept program, 
“HTLINGUAL, as a second example of: an Agency. matter Dee 7 


"about which he. had ‘no "knowledge ‘Ror input vis a vis 


“the Agency" : ‘support ‘role to the Warren Commission. 


“(tbid., pp. 19- 20% ) Rather, Tatas, Angleton and Birch 
0" Neal handled ‘the disposition of this particular 
material (aSCA Classified Deposition of J. ‘Scelso, 
8/16/78, “Bs! 113, -wherein Scelso states ‘that Cr: Staff 


including oineal, Was: . repository of. HTLINGUAL invarce™es? 
luk see. Co o€ Bich Olncn ,7(20/ 7. sUineae-.- 
aberen Olneal strotes thet. ‘he Aid net: Sed) 
Warren Comm i ss lon had know areal the HTLIVGIAL - ds 
PreATEmn bRcans® H& was rotA oe fe. eau ies 
od Warten Commision with makers ils aac + Eran : 
a hea a. aati ji . ; 


S, eae age pte, ee _ tein — = ae 
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: In summary, i it. was. Rocca’ Ss. ‘testimony. that. an: n internally 
~ decentralized ‘information ‘reporting function best | 
“characterized ¢ ‘the organization of this Becons: phase 
- of the Agency's investigative Ratores. to assist 
the Warren. Commission. (Ibid., ‘p. 10; HSCA Classified 
ve Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, P- von ete: 
—T gee. also CIA Doc. ‘Rocca ‘Memo for Record, a April ayes 
"Subject: Conversation with David W. Belin, April i; - 
197g, wherein it is stated ‘that Helms ‘remained senior ee 
" Logtielal 4 in 1 charge of the overall investigation, 2 
with ex staff oes. as a. coordinator and repository é 


SpE: information collected. 7: 


_ ate oes ———_ 


ae ro Seumen 3 
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OAK Opinions of Warten. Commission. and CIA Representatives: 


age Regarding | Warren “Commission-cra Relationship 


“The: Committee has ‘contacted both representatives of 
; the Warren Commission staff and those representatives of 
the ‘CIA who. played significant roles. in providing CIA 
| "generated information ito the Warren Commission. The oe 
general ‘consensus of these representatives is that. the... 
| Warren Commission and the CIA enjoyed a successful — 
working relationship during the course of the. se s 
investigation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocea 1/1/78, 
p. 18) (See. also Exec. Sess. Test. (of Richard Helms ,. 
8/9/78, ‘pe 24. is William Coleman, a senior staff counsel | 
for the Warren Commission who worked. closely with Warren 


Commission staff counsel WwW. David Slawson on matters 


of 
§ 
! 
j 


which utilized the CIA’ s RESOURCES: characterized 
the cra representatives with whom he dealt as 
“highly competent, cooperative, and intelligent. BS » - 


(See, HSCA staff interview of William Coleman, — 


8/2/78. ) Mr. - Slawson’ expressed a similar opinion — 


eR oaRGang the Agency" Ss cooperation and quality 


ee ee uses 


ee 


sf cau o a a S Rerk ’ 


Commission and. its hcg atel were. assured by the CIA 
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“of work. (executive Session Testimony of W. 


David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17;see also JFK 
“Exhibit 23.) _ 
J. Lee Renkin General Counsel for) the 


Warren commission, testified that the warren: 


* that the Agency would ‘cooperate. in the Commi ssion' s om 
— 3 (HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 
8/7/78, p.4; -HSCA A Class. Depo. of John MeCone, 
way. = 9) | 
John MeCone, Director of Central Intelligence 
the time’ of President Kennedy ' s assassination 
‘and "aur tue the Warren ‘Commission investigation, - 
- supported Mr. Rankin' s testimony in this regard | 
by characterizing the CIA’ s work vis-a-vis 


the Warren Commission as both Pesponsiva Ana.” 


ees 


an VA GA GA GA GA WA WA | ~ we. 


comprehensive. (HSCA Class. Depo.” of John... | 
McCone, 8/17/78, p- 5) Mr. Mecone. was responsible 


for ensuring that all. relevant matters were 


enn 


ee Berk 


| tad by aon 


x sifica tion i “sectet_ 
assi ica ions: 
. (This foci is to: be used for qnateriol sextet 


i cir di a Wmighejorerial extracted 


. from ClA—controlled documents. 
-10a- 


“conveyed by. he CIA ‘to the Warren Commission. 
(Ibid. , Pp. 5-6) In this regard, Mr. McCone 
testified ‘that: 


ae ee * The policy of the CIA was to: give the Warren. 
eS ede res 2 - : \ Commission everything that: we had. I. a 
one de er ne Pare personally asked Chief Justice Warren to qt 
ae re a _ come to my.office and took him down ‘to the | 
Se Vault of our building where our information is 
Zoot aes microfilmed and stored and showed him he 
“so. 5" procedures. that we were following and the 
ee ee extent to which we were giving him -~ giving 
y ier ae 2 “his staff. everything that we had,. and r think | 


he was quite satisfied. (Ibid. Ibid., p.. De 


He vey as Ul subsequentty sed Ene SiA palidy ” oe hebie: 
ata BBE . Tene Hane Bede aase a Brie WeecFenComm isis, 


auch : 
oe manera EG ar? nuns areas £"Thae’ "ALI "Re Refevant™ age 


Materials Be. Made Promptly, Available. By. 


CTA To. Warren Commission 7 


_ Mr. Raymond Rocca, - Tc -a 2 ainglotdimpremeater of cif 
wig - stem runpeet eo he ud 
the. Warren Commission -_ investigation, we 


characterized the Agency' Ss role as one of. 


« 


full ‘support | to the Warren Commission. i 


Rocca, who | served. as the Chief of the Research and 


| Glassen: Secret ear ; 
_ ay: Ciel by ven, a Ber Ga Berk es 
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Analysis Divison for the Counter-Intelligence pagel Fe 
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rn 


200052 


Jed 


“State of the CIA, stated under oath that | 


Richard Helms had given the following 


| Classification: o Secret 
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directive: 


All material bearing. in any: way. that . ey 
could be of assistance. to the - 7 ee 
Warren Commission should be seen oo ‘ 
staff and Rand A and marked for us-> e 


now -- that we were to leave : no . 
“stone unturned. ~ es 

' (HSCA.Class.. Depo. of teaynene Rocca, 
ae De 24). Fete 


—controlled deeuent 


orders were at ee ‘to. be feet, all CIA ‘employees. 


Pe 24. 2 Mr. Rocca coneluded that. on: this basis: 


“bearing on’ . the assassination that could be of f assistance eg, 


. to the Warren Commission." (Ibid. p- 26. ) 


A different view of. the CIA's. role regarding the Lan 


propounded by Richard Helms. Mr. ‘Helms, who served as- 


the CIA's. Deputy. Director for Plans during the Warren oe 


Commission | investigation 


, was directly responsible for. the : 


-eIA's investigation . of President Kennedy’ s assassination and1he_ 
as fratolighoteaK of Cla. poley viga ris tha Warren. Com Mission, - ce . 
(Ibid. + Pe 23. ) He testified to the Committee that the: 


CIA made every, ‘effort to. be as “responsive as possible ‘to 


an ‘supply of. CIA's information to the Warren Commission was aS i 


‘Warren ‘Commission requests. (Exec. Sess. Text. of: Richard 


8/9/78, Pe ‘10. a Mr. Helms added further | testimony 


regarding the manner in. which the CIA provided its infor- _ 


mation to the Warren Commission. He stated: 


ee An inquiry would: come over (from the Warten 1 Com= 
omission). - We would attempt to_ respond to it.” 


But: these ‘inquiries came in individual bits: ana - ‘“ 
pieces or as individual items...Each individual - 
item that came along we took care of as best we 
could. (ibid., pp. 10-11.) | e. oS 


“However, it was Mr. Helms* recollection that. the ‘CIA 2 


provided information, to the Warren Commission primarily” 


| Classified by derivation: = 


Classification: ee ae 


a the basis. file sunt eet eth. 


“under 
from ClA—controlled documents.) ne 
oath he supported this. ‘Proposition: 


Mr. Goldsmith: In summary, is it. your ‘position. that 
pe ea, Gao see Agency gave. the. Warren. Commission 
information. only: in response to speci-” is 
ye he fic ig edad by the Warren Commission? * 


ene Mr. Helms: That is Vcorrect. 


sheeay: saying that: 
There may have been 
times: or circumstances under: which’ some— 
‘thing different might | have occured, but 
my recollection. is that. we were ene Saar 
to be-responsive and supportive to the’ 
a“ .FBI and the Warren Commission. When 0° 0) 
_. they asked mom something we gave’ it to eee 
one m4 ; he 


As far as “our. volunteering» information. a, 
is. concerned, I have’ no recollection. OF: 
whether we volunteered it . Or not. 
(Ibid. , P- 34. as oe 
Mee Helms* characterization of fulfilling Warren. 
* Commission requests” on a a casckbSis x ‘rather. ‘than ‘uniformly es 
“volunteering relevant information to “the Warren Commission 


stands. in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin' s perception a 


of the CIA's "investigative responsibility. ‘Mr. Rankin was” 


asked by Committee. counsel ‘whether. he worked under - ‘the. 


impression ‘that fie Agency" Ss responsibility was: simply ‘to : 


"respond to questions that were addressed to ‘CIA by the. 


Warren Commission. In response, Mr. “Rankin. testified as 


follows: 


“Not: at all and if anybody had. ‘told me that I 
would have insisted that the Commission com- 
~. municate with the President and get a different. 


é  STPSCCTRS fT atigri we might not. ask. the. a oe Le 
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ssif ication: _ Secret 
assiti ication: ee 


a (this form. is to be ‘used: for. material extracted 
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iqueeeions. ana chen’ we would: not nage’ the 
information and. ‘that. would | be. absurd.: 
- (HSCA’ Class... are of. J. “Lee® Rene as 
, 8717/78," Pe 4) : ; 


Mes Slawson addea ‘support: ‘to os position 
testifying that Warren ‘Commission requests to ‘the CIA . 
were rarely. specific. "the : request was made initially 
‘that +t ‘they give. us all information pertinent to the 
"assassination investigation." (Exec. Sess. Test. coe ms 
ome ‘David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29) - 


“ cra’ s Pailnce + Bis cle ig QS anti 


Lnurre.. ASs—s notie A a. eens Yarlen ee 
cre eo on ae seas aN. oe oe oh we pax 


n ‘ungoreunate: consequence’ “Of Waren Cemeni anion reliianee 09: 
“peer $e provide tra Commi Son we OTN ‘whl rel< maar 


CIA cp keey al er re ic te Ae t in. 


‘the subsequent exposure of the. CIA's “anti-Castro 


"assassination EpeOrs Z(ssc Book Vv) see also (Alleged 


“Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders, ‘Interim 


se 


(Report, ssc, 11/20/75)7. Paradoxically, even, ie Re 
‘Warren ‘Commission had requested information on such’ 
“pistes the Crm s. point of contact. with the Warren 


-Commission ‘would’ not have =e the 
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ha ci3aq re 


-.. "Commission with. information so requested. -As- 


oo ae: Rocca's testimony reveals, he had no 


. enowLedge at the ‘time of the Warren Commission 
| investigation of Agency effarts to assassinate 

Fidel Castro. GiscA, Class. - Depo. of Reynoee 
- toa: UANTB Pp. 50) | oe a 
ea Helms knw but oi de 4 think oCellrs ie E ; 


: ts : 2 “Closified ‘ey os ict . Berk | 


J eee ee Classification: SECRET. EC REL 
5 Ghisdorw: is to. be used: for material extracted 2 a0 
“from ClA—controlled documents.) -. ae 
i aa Rocca, as ‘the ie! working: level representative 


to the | Warren. Commission, been requested by. the. 


ee "Commission to research and report on. any and all. : 
~ CIA. anti-castro assassination operations, Rocca s- 
. efforts would have. produced *: no substantive “ieotmes 7 
| tion. (Ibid. p. 49) - his pirord kaolelge 
: a 2 The record also Made ahs that’ the CIA desk 
: officer who was: initially given the responsibility _ 
e by. Mr. “Helms. to investigate | : pee Tae: Harvey i de 
‘oswala, and the assassination of President Kennedy 
: had no. knowledge of ‘such plots during his investi- 


gation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 8/16/78, 


“PB. 73, an- -112), Me. Scelso testified that had he a | 


; known of such assassination plots’ the following agit 
vaction would have been ‘taken: ‘ ae poe a 
Sy 7 ‘we would have gone .at that h6t. Cee heavy. 
YA (> We would have queried the a§ent (AMLASH). 
cH a - about it in great detail. I. would have Ms a8 
oro ‘| -had him polygraphed bythe best™ operative a 
A \peccetaty had to see if he had (sic) been -:,; Gh Ne _ 
vo - a double-agent, informing. Castro: about | oa 8 _° 


our poison pen things, and so-on, I. 
--{ would have had all our Cuban - Sources... URE ph é 
i. quersee: about i ea (Ibid. ; 5 Pe 166) - “Ubi anos 


As the record reflects,’ these plots. were oan 


RW Rocca scot fred } We was nein apesitr nto AS wer g ues HOAS lake (& : 
native iets mace Centre bur thes “Prese raik:te pe ans Wed By ors wo wes cnn & a 
7 daamack AM wed rant ‘Rad aad bsleeaciecle ‘CPi BAT. : 


ee ee ‘Classification: — SECRE sa 

oagee | also" HSCA Classified. ‘Deposition ae ames .An 
pp. .2o7#twherein Angleton statesfthut ncdid, zur x 
to £5 Sud WE. Hider - Caste, watt aes 


ra few within. ‘the CIA.. Mr. Helms' eeon inion. wegaraing. E = 
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: > between Committee Counsel and” Mr. Helms illustrates | 
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these plots reveals. ‘that the Agency compromised the pally eae 


“ats: hearer to supply all relevant. information: toe? a 
eres tes see stattmentot Tonn (Mceong;: ae oa herein vy Fe 
the Warren ‘Commission. ‘The following exchange — st Fv eee hs aa 


wees! 


the lextent ae of ‘the Agency’ Ss compromise: 


Mr. Goldsmith: Mr. Helms,” I ‘take. it. from your 
an eed = oe testimony that your position is . 
that the anti-Castro plots, in 
fact, were relevant to the ~— 
.. . Warren Commission"s-work; and, 2%. |. 
- J ini light of that, . the Commitee 
_ >. would. like to be informed as to ~ 
why the Warren Commission was. 
not told by you of the anti- ~ 
pe eStre: assassination plots. 


Mr. Helms: | ly have - never been ‘asked ° to testify 
thee ae et ee Bee - before the Warren Commission’: about 
"ORE. ha ieakinrea ade 

“Mr: Goldsmith: If the Warren Coninission aia | not 
ot =" know of the Operation, -it cabltainiy 


..° Was-not ina position . to ask. you. 
"about Lt. , a 


er that not true?. ess ae 


Mr. Helms: . = ‘Yes, but how do: you know they. dia 

a "snot ‘know about it? How do you . 
know Mr. Dulles had not told’them? : — 
How was I to know that? And: besi@gs, 4 
I was not the Director of the Agency © 
and in the CIA, you did not go => ‘ 
traipsing around to the Warren Com- 
mission or. to Congressional Committees. . 
or to anyplace. else without the 
Director‘ Ss Permisss chs 


Mr. Goldsmith: Did you ever discuss with the Director 
: ee whether the Warren Commission ee: 
should be informed of -the anti- ‘Castro 


assassination. pidts? .. 
| Classification: -S3 : 
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Mr. Helms: | ae: did not, as face’ as I seca, 
(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard. 
- Helms, 8/9/78, Bp. 30- 31.5, emphasis. 
added): 
Mr. McCone testifed that he. first. became aware © 
ee the CIA's” anti-Castro assassination plots pd ae 
involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He: 
stated. that upon learning of these plots he directed 
that the. Agency cease all such activities. ~ (HSCA | 
Class. Depo. of John Mecone, 8/17/78,. p13) Sa 
When asked whether ‘the CIA desired to witholad informa 


tion from She. Warren Commission . about, the Agency anti- 


Castro. assassination plots ‘to aveia: embarrassing ‘the 


Agency or causing an international. crises ‘he. gave 


2 the: following response: 


ae) 3 cannot answer ‘that since  chay (cra. 

_.. employees knowledgeable of the’ | 
continuance of such plots). withheld - 
the information. from.me.. I cannot . 
answer that question. . I Have Heyes 
been satisfied as to why they with- 
held the information . from: me... ake 
P- 16). | 


pegaceing the relevancy of such plots. to ee 
Warren Commission! s ‘work, Warren Commission counsels 
Rokin, Slawson and Spector were . in agreement that — 


such information should have been ) reported to. othe. 
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a ee from ClA—co 
ea ue Warren ‘Commission. : (Exec. Sess. Test. of We 


ee ‘David Slawson, 13y1s/77, Pe (27; “Exec. ‘Sess. Test se 


oo Arlen’ ‘Spector: 11/8/77, PP. 45- 46; CF, Exec. 


: a 


Fo desee tote of Wesley Liebeler, ‘11/15/77, Pe TE: 
where he states: that. possible witholding Of | 
‘information. by CIA about Agency attempts to. 

"assassinate Castro did. not significantly affect: 


investi ion) kenya. 


| Warren Commission: 
. = From the CIA's perspecti: 7 Mr. pao SS 
testified that had He known of the anti-Castro 
| assassination plots. his efforts to. explore he 
| possibility of a retaliatory assassination against . 
_ > President Kennedy by Castro would have been prem 


fied. He stated that: . _@ completely different - 


"procedural approach probably would and should have 


| been. taken." (HSCA Class. Depo. ‘Of. Raymond | Rocca : 

1/1178, ope 45) : | 7 
ess John Scelso, ‘the. above-cited CIA desk officer. 

who ran che? CIA's. initial | investigation of Peaster 


Pee Kennedy’ ‘Ss assassination. until that ‘responsibility. 


was given to: the CIA's” counterintelligence stage, 


offered a “highly. critical appraisal. of Helms' 


"non-disclosure to. the Warren Commission: 


ae cet, 


goona9_ 


Classified ne derivations SA 


she a omer an Sienna “ 


It. , 


Sa ia - DO you think Mr. eae? was © 


Mr. Scelso: _ : 
re highly reprehensible act, which 


ee Resporise to WeEren Commi'séiion Requsats. 


ae, ‘to the Warren Commission" s requests for 


the. ‘relevant ‘information. touched peer. sensitive ‘CIA 
‘Helms: testified that when CIA had been’ able to. 


, a reply back: 


“SE cREL : 


pues a 


(This fori is: to: be Used (er _material extracted 
‘from ClA—controlled documents.) - me 


. acting properly when: he. faLiad 
to tell the Warren Commission: 


No, -I- ‘think that. was a a noraliy 


he cannot possibly justify under » 
his oath of office, or any . 
other standard of professional 

. public service. (HSCA Class. 
‘Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78) 


of Sensitive Sources. and_ _Methods_ = “Factors Affecting 


The xengen: of time ie acer oy ne CIA to a 


information was. “dependent upon 1 ‘the availability. 


of information; 2) the complexity of the issues” 


presented by the request an6 3) the extent to which 


sources “and methods. “On =e first. two. points, Mr. = 
satisty | a Commission HeGher nt the. CIA would then send 


"and some of these inquiries obviously 
took longer than others. 


For example, some might involve 
SE 5 SO 
ie 4 


_. Classification: _ 


Classified by derivation: 


S eghicias the assassination Plots?) sre 


99040 


. | EA rica ght ee - (this tonne is to bs used for: material extracted, i 
7 ae ha ibe i from ClA—controlled documents.) oH aie 

a ne | checking a.file which. was in Washington < 

. Other’ inquiries might. involve trying. to. 
cee if we could. docate: BS OMER OEY in’ some. 
overseas: ‘country... Be ee 
Obviously; ‘one: takes” ‘longer’ to. per=. 


ae cae Nore 1 eorm than the other. © (Exec. Sess. Test... 
| iy Soy" of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 25) Z 
a Arn a | 
as ee At times. the CIA's concern for protecting its. 
Va 


‘Commission ‘to. experience greater difficulty in. 
getting relevant information than when ‘the oe. 
tion. of such ‘sources and methods was, not. at issue. 

. ps Lee Rankin expressed the opinion that the Agency’ s. 


; effort: to. ‘protect. its sensitive, sources. and pecan 
igitin CESarK Fo CiA suri ffance opacve: one. 1, Metiico City , 
a Offectatthe quality of the information to Which | 


Sensitive sources and methods ‘caused the Warren - es: a f 


"the: Warren Commission and its staff were given 


oe “(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee’ Rankin 8/17/78, 


Rares) | - 

22) AS a result of the CIA's concern, in some. instances f 
es iP , basedon \eiad oloserUabion . 

the agency made ‘the unilaterial decision” to ~°: BO 3 oe a 


Aisne? 
‘Limit access to CIA materials by the Commission. aes 


_cHscA Class. Depo: of John’ Scelso, 5/16/78, p- 158) - 
meted: ° a 


The Committee has. identi fied two sareas ‘of 


concern in which the Agency’ s desire to protect: its 


sensitive sources: and methods ' impeded ‘the Warren 


Commission’ s investigation. These are: 


ee meation:: poaott ee 


Classified by derivation: 
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7 Classification: _ 


- (this form is to be used for material extracted. 
trolled documents.) 


of Witholdin 7 7 information from the. Warren 
GG ro: ae pee telephonic surveillance “1 it 
NEOs, ‘ operations of the CIA's Mexico. City Station 


2) As a related consideration, the. Agency' s 
reticence to reveal the origin of the photograph 
now referred to as_ chat of the "Mexico 


City Mystery Man" de devele pea byreaas Merkecny sate. rata 


i c-37. 3 TDnitiok Concern fer Reveals. AG 


DENSrti ve Sour ey Gn MH LE 
The ‘CIA's concern fOr revealing the existence “2 f 
- of sensitive technical operations, as out lined above, ws 
was: evident from the inception of ‘the Warren Commission. of 
Mr. “Scelso commented that “we were: “not. authorized 


at. first to reveal all our technical operations." 
“(tbid., P- 158) - But Scaieo did testify. that: 


“We were going to give them intelligence 
ae _ reports which derived from all our sources, 
including technical sources, including the 
[telephone. intercept Jand the information — % 
_ gotten from the interrogation of Silvia : 
‘Duran,’ for example, which corresponded 


- almost exactly with the information from 4 
the [telephone intercepts ) 

Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported ‘by 
"examination of: the background to the. first major CIA. f 
“report furnished nS Warren Commission regarding 

ie _ Classification: sais Z J 


“This fem is ‘to. be used = material extracted” 


a . from ClA—controlled documents.) ‘ ren ark 
‘Lee Harvey Ceara Ss trip to Mexico aie Sd (CIA de 


"Doc. FOIA, #509-803, 1/3/64, Memorandum for Bigs LS Gd 


Dee’ Rankin from Richard Helms) “Much. of the. 


information provided £6 the Warren Commission o 
in this: xeport was based upon sensitive sources 
and methods, identification of which: had» pea 8 
deleted completely from the report. . — | 
| The CIA. policy Limiting Warren ‘Comission via 
knowledge. ‘of CIA sources: and methods was arbicus’ 
lated as early as December 20, 1963, at which a 
. time a cable was: sent fron CIA headquarters to. 
saa Mexico city. Station which stated: ; 
our present. plan in passing dneacdasioa 


to. the. Warren Commission: is: to’ eliminate. 


~ mention’ of [tel nate srl in order ‘to 


protect : your: continwfic—“ops. . Will: rely - 
‘instead on statements of Silvia Duran: 


and’ on contents of $ £ Consular file | 
which Soviets gave ODACIDY(CIA Doc. EOTe as 
-#420-757, 12/20/63, 30 se 


The basic policy articulated ‘in "the December | . 
-_ “20, 1963 dabl is also set forth “in. a ‘Gta memorandgm 
“TS Of December wa it specifically, concerned. - 
/ the: CIa' s relations with the FBI, (OLA wesorenduin' 
for File, 12/20/63, Bixch_O'Neal, included. in with Soft 7 
te 


of ‘the CIA Counterintelligence special Investigations 


cae Group meee wrot ‘that he had. been advised. by. Sam . 
= lassi fication: - , | * 


file materials) Ta chat memorandum, Birch-O!Neal 5 


j hii dria 0000 


“SECRET. 


"Classification: _ 


Be - (This ina is to” be used for. material sxirocied: % 4 
“Papich, FBiodicthconnttdled deca.) that the FBI was . 


anticipating a request from the Warren Commission 


for. copies of the FBI! s. materials. which supported 


the FBI! s five volume report, of. 


‘December oF 1963 that had been: submitted to the 2 
Warren Commission. Papich provided O'Neal with 
‘this report which indicated that some(United . ne 
States ‘Agency was tapping-telephones]in Yexico 
and asked: him whether the. FBI could’ supply the a 
Warren: ‘Commission with the source [ot the telephone — 
taps: ] 0° o' Neai's’ memorandum shows that he discussed | 
this. matter with Scelso. After a discussion 

with Helns, Scelso was directed. by. Helms to. prepare 

oe cra material to be. passed to tthe Warren ‘Commission. 


: O'N, <1 wrote: 


Classification: 


(This as is to be ‘used fee material extracted, a aie ; He 


from ClA—controlled documents.) - 
He (Scelso) was. quite sure dt was not. 
.the Agency's desire to make. ‘available. 
to the Commission at least’ in this ae 
manner=-via the FBI—sensitive informa- 
. tion which could relate toftelephone.. 
'taps,] (CIA Memo for - File, 12/20/63, b y 


'- -Birch/O'Neal, included in-Soft File materials) * oS 
a Se vhatte Hh $ hegrree, desiree yo -est. Sona 


ols “4 to peer]; ¥hKe 7 

, etre BO Gann aren i 
~~ ; 

20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, (1964 :in a: 

formalized fashiong when. Helms expressed his. 

concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency - 

sources to the Warren Commission. Helms wrote ° 
' that the: CIA. had become aware. that: the FBI had 

needy: ; 


called to the attention of. the’ 
' Commission, through its attorney, - a 
‘that we have information: as deter- 
- mined from Agency sources coinciding.” 
with tie dateswhen Oswald was in Mexico _ 
. City and which may have some bearing » . 
. on-his. activities while in\that. areas: 
ce OTA dissemination to FBI, ‘1/14/64, 
ie _ CIA, + cscI- 73/779/510. pel icin aie 
7 Mer. Helms. further indicated that one CIA inight. 
be called upon to provide additional ‘information 
‘acquired from checks of CIA records and agency 
sources. He ‘suggested that certain policies be’ 
employed to enable. CIA to work cooperatively Ae 
with the Commission in a manner-which would 


protect CIA information, sources and methods ak 


‘Among the policies articulated were two which. 
Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control. 
the flow of Agency originated information.» In 
this way the CIA could check the: possibility of 
_revealing its. sources and methods inadvertantly. 
~The, pPOnenee articulated. were: — ’ 


rite ast 


, Classification; 7" “009035 ; 


7 coe ; _ Classified ne derivation: 


The opinion expressed » by. Bcelso as of December. 


(this. foun is to be used: for material extracted : 
from ClA—controlled documents.) — Page’ 
"The ‘CIA pony oF eliminating reference ‘to agency | 


sensitive sources and methods is further ‘revealed 


by examination of. an’ agency cable, dated January 29, 
1964, ‘sent from CIA Headquarters to the cIA Mexico. | 
city: Station. | (CIA Doc. FOLA shoe ~204, 1/29/64, 


ae DIR. 97829) ‘This cable indicated that knowledge of 


“agency sources* and techniques was still being with- 
‘held from the Warren Commission, and stated that on i 
‘Saturday, February: iy 1964, the CIA was to, present | 
a report on Oswald's Mexico city activities to the : 


Warren. Commission which Guild be in a form 


i | 7 ie : protective of the CIA's Mexico. city Station' Ss. 


_ sources and techniques (Ibid.)._. 


(Footnote cont! a from Pg. 23. ) 


1) Your Bureau not disseminate. ‘information tes” 
ceived from this Agency without prior: concur | 


rence a :) ° ee @ 


REZ, - Bess 


2) In instances in hich this Agency Aus. provided 

information to your Bureau and you consider 
that information is pertinent to the Commission's 
interest, and/or compléments {6A or otherwise — 
is pertinent to information developed or — a? 
received by your Bureau througn other sources =. on ¢ 
and is being provided by you to the Commission, | 3 
you refer the Commission to this Agency. In 

; such’ cases it will be appreciated if you will 

eee & : advise us of such referral J rder that we may _ 

eos. anticppate. aecifies Beneiecs os of the, peak 

<r ae ‘Commi Lata eet ey . 


‘meeting en needs. (Ibid. 


Clasatricaneny 


“(this ‘iin is “to be a te material extracted. 
from ClA—controlled documents.) © ee 


 [omestone Taps als 
Mr. Helms offered | testimony regarding ‘the cIA! a 


" xeticence to inform the. Warren commission, at Meee 


during, the initial stage of ‘the. Commission’ s 5 work, 
of the cra’ 's[terephonic andJphoto surveillance oe 


operations in Mexico. City. 

The reason for the sensitivity. of these 
_ [telephone taps Jana surveillance was not 
- only becyflse it was sensitive from ‘the - 
Agency's standpoint, ut ‘the[telephone. Laer 2 
taps were Cunning in” onjunction with p80 077 
the Mexican authorities Jand. therefore, } 

- if this had become public knowledge, | . 
it. would have. caused[very .bad feelings 
between Mexico and. the: United States, “J” 
and that was the reason. » (Exec. Sess. . 
Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. ‘S1- 52) 


‘The CIA's unwillingness to inform the Warren © 


ee 


“Commission in one early stages of - its investigation 


a F as te 


eee the above-described surveillence ‘operations is. 
a. source of concern to “this committee. It is| 
indicative of an. BOCUGY: potsey designed to skew, 
in its enor the faeni and substance, of information 
the CIA felt unconfortable, speetaine ‘the Warren bo 


Commission. oan Class. . Depo. of John Scels 7 


5/6/78, p- 158) This ‘process might well have 


“hampered the ‘Commission’ s ability to ‘proceed in 


o0864? 
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' Helms in “regard to. ‘the CIA memorandum | ‘of January. 31. 


a bro BES ae. 


men ) ; 
AS. noted. previously, on January 31, “1964, ee 


This io is: Ete 
on Wi 
rain A-—<ontro 


the: cra. provided the. Warren ‘Commission with: ee 
"memorandum ¢ that chronicled Lee Harvey ‘Oswald's 


Mexico ¢ city visit during: ‘September 26, “1963 4 


that - FOIA $509-803 - 1/31/64). 
October 3, 19637 That memorandum did: not. mention eee 


that Oswald's. various. conversations with the. Cuban 


and. ‘Soviet Embassy/Consulates had. been[tapped and... ne. 
‘. gey the Agericy's Mexico City Station § — 
subsequently Jtranscribea? Furthermote,: “that Memon) 


ana ranscribed conversations between Cuban Embassy” 


employee ‘Sylvia Duran and. Soviet officials at ao 


“Soviet Embassy/Consulate. nor. was. mention made of. 


the conversations, between Cuban President Dorticos 


and, ‘Cuban Ambassador to ‘Maxie Armas. which ena cra 


“hadfaiso tapped aad transcribed. 


On February 1, 1964, Helms appeared before. the 
Commission and likely discussed the, memorandum of: 
January 31, 1964. 


: “(CIA Doc. FOIA #498-204, 


: randum did not. mention ‘that the CIA had[tappea ; fc “< ae es 6 


1/28/64, 
a) 


DIR 97829) On February 10, 1964, a. Lee Rankin iota 


(JFK. Doc.’ No. 3872. ‘ji, A. review. of) ‘Rankin' s letter - 


Classification: — 


ms “Classified ay derivation: 


ae : Classification: oo: 


. ey (This fou. is: to" ‘be ere for: ‘material extracted 
from ‘ClA—controlled documents. ) 


"indicates that as. of his writing, the Warren 7 


commission had no. substantive knowledge ofthe 


"telephonic: survéillarice operation < “the! production: 
oar er]ehe tapes and. ‘transcripts [som that ca 
Rankin inquired in the February 10, 1964 letter” 
“whether Oswald's: direct ‘communication with employees, . 
7 of the Soviet ‘Embassy (as. stated in. Paragraph l 

Se Loft. January 31 memorandum). had been facilitated by 

> ibategione: or interview. “Manifestiy, had ‘the Warren | 
‘commission x been ‘informed of ‘the [tetepnonic 


"surveillance operation and its success. vin. peppind: 7: 


“Oswald this inquiry by Rankin would: not ave. been 


oo made. oe | : 
| “Raymond Rocéa' 's | testimony ‘tends. ‘to. ‘support 
“this conclusion. It was Rocca’ s recollection, that. 
between the time. ‘period of January: 1964 ~ April: 1964, 


Warren Commission’ s | xepresentatives. chad visited the” 


CIA's ‘headquarters in Langley, virginia and. fiad - 
been shown various erasers pear resulting ae 


CIA's ‘telephénic: surveillance operations fin texico 


City.  (HSCA LE ial of Raymond ‘Rocca, TILT. 


p-: 89). However, Mr. Rocca. did not personally make ~ 


_ Classification: ___~ = - 


ue ‘Classified hes wa 


oes * 


oth material. available - to Commission kepresenta- 


the’. Source of this information in its response to. 


- (This form. is. to be used tee material. extracted : 
from ClA—controlled documents. y 


tives and | was. ‘not, able ‘to: state under: oath. 


** geeaisely the p point in time at which ‘the Warren 7 
"Commission . first. fearned of. these operations. (tbhid.) | 
7 o. on February 19, 1964 the CIA. responded to — 

| Rankin’ s inguiry of papruaey 10. The Agency 
response dia indicate that Oswald had ‘phoned the 
soviet Consulate and was” also. interviewed at. the 


"Consulate. ‘However, the Agency" F “neither ane et 


othe: ‘Commission nor indicated that ‘this. source 
would be revealed by other means. (e. a by oral 


briefing). (Ibid. y 


Warren Commission Knowled fe cf(-CIA elephonic Surveillance 


During the period of March - “April 1964, 
David: Slawson drafted a series. poe memoranda which 


among other, issues concerned Warren Commission inoue! 


& 


“8 
ledge of, ‘and access to the production material ons 


s derived from the[cra. telephonic. curves lance] operations 
in “Mexico weer A review of these memoranda. tends 
to support the Committee" s belief. ‘that ‘the Warren. o 


Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, ‘Goleman, and ~ 


-. Classification: _ 


| _ ‘Classified. by derivation: _ 


"Classification: | 


: and. “itiedthateinicioobe sed Seca fetter conontc 
-.  from,ClA—controlled documents.) 

surveillance fnaterials until. ‘April 9, 1964. On be : 
o) that date, Coleman, Slawson and Willens met with = a 
_ Win, Scott,” the cIats Chief ‘of ‘Station in “Mexico | 
"city, who provided them: with various. ianeesiogg © 

and translations derived ‘eine CIA taveckona taps ) - 

of the Cuban and Soviet Embassy/consulates. (Slawson 
| " Memorandum of April 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to / : 
ag F Mexico city pan) ; a rr a ee ag 7 . ag . 


Prior to April 9, it appears doubtful that 


oe ‘the | Commission had been given even partial access te * 
to the : ¢ at lal. ‘Nevertheless, By March 
“ae. 1964, the record indicates that the Warren *y 

: Commission had at least become aware that [the CIA. 


i “aid” maintain telephonic surveiltance [or the Cuban 


ae _Embassy/Consulate. (Slawson memorandum, March 12, : 


1964, Subj: meeting with CIA representatives) . 
‘Slawson' Ss memorandum of Berek: ‘12. Bove ts that. the Warren, 
‘Commission had learned that ‘the CIA possessed ‘tran-; = 
es ‘scripts of ‘conversations between the Cuban Ambassador ¥ 


; to ‘Mexico, Armas, and the Cuban ‘President Dorticos.- The 


a Dorticos-Armas. esnversations) requested by the Warren 


_ ‘Classification: __ 


| Classified by derivation: 
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- Classification: 


‘(This form is ‘to be -used for material extracted _ : 
from ClA—controlled documedpite Marita _ . 
Commission representatives at. wnestiry swith 


~ CIA officials, including Richard Helns,. concerned: 


a Silvia. Duran’ s arrest: cand interrogation by. ane 


“Mexican Federal Police. | (Slawson Memorandum of - - a we § 
April 22, 1964, Pp. 3, 19, 45-46) ‘Helms responded : | 
to the Commission' sS request for access, stating 
that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren 
Commission’ s. -tepresentatives to review . this material. 7 
(Slawson, Memorandum of March - 12; 1964, Pe 6) a | is 
Another Slawson ‘memorandum, dated March 25, oe | 
: 1964 concerned Oswald's trip | to Mexico. In that. memo ao fF 
‘ Slawson “wrote that. the tentative conclusions | eee 
he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico: trip, 2 
: were | derived from CIA ‘memoranda of January BL, ‘i964 


a ane February 19; 1964, (Slawson Memorandum of. March 


oe 1964, ‘Pp. 20) and, in waaitdon:. a Mexican federal . § 


A acca. part of it (the: summary eeport):. 


_-is simply a’ summation of. what the Mexican ice § 
police learned when they interrogated. Mrs. nO 
-Silvia. Duran, an employee of the Cuban: = 
Consulate in Mexico City, and is there- a ¢€é 
- fore only as accurate as Mrs. Duran’ Se Mery ge 


hee cemony to: the. police: (Ibid. ) 
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_ Classification: _ 


Classified by. derivation: 44 4 


Classification: = 


(This form is to be used - taciteeial extracted | 
from ClA—controlled documents. ) 


these comments indicate that Slawson placed» 
qualified “reliance upon the Mexican police summary. 
Moreover, ‘there is- no “Indication: hak Slawson had: ee 
 béen provided the. Duran [telephonic intercept Jtran- 


“scripts. _ In fact, by’ virtue of Slawson's comments 


concerning the Mexican police report, it would - 
appear. that the Warren Commission, as of March 25, 
had been provided. little. substantive information 


pertaining ‘to Silvia Duran. ‘As Slawson reveals, 


the Commission had heen eoreed to sei upon the two ae 


memoranda that did not make reference to the surveil- 


lance operations, and a’ * summary report pecned by 


- the Mexican Federal Police. Thus, the’ Agehicy had. 
1” fe ate et RS ea. , 


aaa a for over ‘three months: oes exposing a 


a "ee AD « i Ss. 
the surveillance operations te the4review of the — 


Goneerned Warren Commission staff members. As was ° 


stated. in ‘the CIA cable of December 20, “1964 “to its 


Mexico’ City: Station: 


Our preeenc wien in passing information 
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate 
_ mention off telephone taps,] in order to 

protect your continuing operations. Will 

“rely instead on statements of Silvia 

Duran and on contents of Soviet consular 
. file which Soviets gave[ ODACID ere. 

(CIA Doc. FOIA #420-757, Dec. 20, 1964, 
“CIA p. 2144, DIR 90466) 
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‘The ommteeee s belief Ee had * etn 
_. .[[telepheare n ad ze 
not. been given access to the Duran“transcripts is 
"further, ‘supported by reference to ‘his. ‘memorandum = 
of March. 274. 1964: (cD 692) wherein he states his? 
conclusion that Oswald had visitea the Cuban ae 
Embassy on - three occasions. (tbiay ‘Pe 2) ‘This 
, conclusion, hé wrote, was based. upon an analysis ‘of: 
Silvia Duran’ Ss _ testimony before the Mexican Aaa 
This memorandum bears. no indication that he had- 
"reviewed any of ‘the Duran transcripts. Furthernore, 
had: ‘Slawson’ been given access to. these transcripts, 
certainly their substance would have been incorporated 
"uate his. analysis and accordingly noted for ae | 
ae “cpurpose. His. analysis would have reflected the fact | 
oe his. review either by its corroboration Bee 


criticism of the above eitea Mexican police summary report. 


Logically, access to the[cra's. telephonic ‘e 


surveillance]production would have clarified some | 


/) 
ambiguities. _ For example, on September 27, at 4: ‘05 p.m. 


(Slawson. Memorandum of epett 21, 1964, se [intercepts ]} 


o Din: at 
Pa Dds: Scan boxe 


endke 


@ 


Seon: Soviet and Cuban Embassies. in. Mexico, 


Nitizh:. 


S as Classification: , 


i. Classified by one 


~ still. not been given access ‘to the above-ref ren 


~ Classification: ans 


. Silvia. oe teherhoned. ibe Gevies; eubeaen and. 


stated thal om af angered" a2O"BLEbentry at the 


Cuban Embassy. requesting an in-transit visit to 


‘Cuba. This American was, later determined by CIA analysts. 


to. be ‘Oswald. Again on. 1 September 28, at il: 51 a. me . 
Duran telephoned the Soviet Consulate stating that. | S 
an American, ‘subsequently identified by CIA analysts: : 
as Oswald was cat the Cuban. Embassy. (Ibid. Pp. 4) vayf 
corroborating Sala’ viSets Poltha Caloun Fmbass 
Had this’ information‘ been made available to. Slawson, 
ay his calculations of: Oswald's activities ‘in Mexico f 


city would Have bee ‘more ‘Eirmly” established than 
: ea peice (in Ras. meme tandunn - 
they were as*of March. 274 1964. 


“the record supports ‘the ‘Committee! s finding 


that, as: of April 2. 1964 the: Warren Commission had 


~ 


itr enced -: aisle ‘ 


series[of telephonic intercep ae fC bageonaas of 
that date by Coleman end Slawson,” — ii posed” one. 
question | to the (CIA and made two- requests for ‘information 


from the Agency. (Slawson - - Coleman Memorandum of 


April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the anbas aoe 


Mann reo) Coleman and Slawson wrote: 


1) What ‘is the information source referred 


to in the November 28 Dineen that 


By 


tf 


ees 


~ Classification: 


at os i Classified by derivation: é 


ee “not as yet. been’ provided access. to the original 
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- Classification: as 
| Brisedaren imleohaaded dorset! adesteth, . 
- from ClA—controlled documents. ) 
Patil tape eam . 
oy) We. would ‘Like. to 0 see copies of cha avs ae 
; - transeripts[os ‘che intercepts, Jeransiated © 
Pieag possible, | in’ all. cases where. the 
[intercepts Jrefer to the assassination. 
_ oF related subjects; Gh Sewe 3o 
3) We ‘would especially like to see’ the 7 
_[intercept}in_ which the allegation. that. 
"money was passed at the Cuban Embassy | 
7 ie discussed (Ibid. | 
ae The question initially posed by ATEN. a): anaes 
. the above- “referenced memorandum of April 2 concerns a eee, 
enefeza telephonic intercept Jot September: 27, er 
at 10: ae a. -m. (Slawson Memorandum of April rE ek 


1964, pe 1) ‘Obviously, if Slawson found sy itp necessary 


to Heduest the ‘source of the information, he Bee. 


xe + 
SM, 


material by the. ‘CIA. 
| “ty gos 
‘Yeem Number Two of the above Listing tends to siow 


that the Commission had “not been» giving access to the [intercegt 


NEU. 
Ve 


‘concerning the assassination. _ 


WS, 


Classification: 


a anaes ie 


(This oe is to ‘be used foe material eirccel 
from ClA—controlled documents. ) 


number three. of the above’ listing , 
oe tnat[the intercept of ene Dorticos-Armas. < 
» Conversation of November 22, 1964, in which the | 
“passing | of monies was. discussed had. not as of April. 
aes been. provided to the ‘Commission. ‘The Comission 
Pogue. specifically requested the’ Dorticos-armas 
‘transcripts ata - March ee 1964 meeting > between 
~ Commission’ ‘representatives and. Agency ‘representatives. 
~(Slawson m memorandum, March 12, “1964, subi+ ‘conference ne 


aoe with CIA on March 12, 1964) 


aes concern’ for receiving complete access to all 
(materials 3 relevant to Oswald's Mexico city espe 
eo) thes most. probable final. result of the.’ . 
entire investigation, of Oswald's. activities 
in Mexico is a ‘conclusion that he went | 
tethers for the. purpose of, oe to ‘reach. 
cane and that. no bribes, conspiracies, 
Fetce eee, atee 7 . | . : 
-++In order to make such a judgment (that wee 
J all reasonable lines of investigation that | 


might have wacoue ed other hotivations or 


on: April 3, 1964, Coleman ‘and Slawson. expressed 
: 


eet » Classification: ee 


| ~ ‘Classified ‘by derivation, - 


"Classification: Seam 


(This form is to be used for material extracted 
| from ClA—controlled documents.) ~ Zee 
possible conspiracies have been followed 


become familiar. with: the: details of. what - eae 


at eciae both the Anerdesn ‘and Magica: investi- 
| —————— en hvesti- 


“Means reading their reports, after trans- 
lation, if necessary, _ and. in some cases: 


/(Slawson and Coleman Memorandum, April | 
) 13, 1964, Subj: Additional lines of _ 
“Investigation in Mexico Which May Prove: 
Worthwhile, P- ‘_.. 2 . : | 
 Manifestiy, Coleman’ Ss and Slawson! s. desire’. 
"the: CIA's concern lest its sources and methods, 
however Bevaiane to the Commission’ Ss. investigation, 


be see Ones ‘Considering the-gravity and signi- 


ficance ot. ‘the Warren Commission" s investigation — as 
. a) 

| ye 

ye 


7 . the 


Agency’ s witholding of material from. the - 


uns! 
Commission staff was clearly - improper. ap 


“Classified by derivation: 


throu h with ne ative results), we Le 


gatory agencies there have done. This i: 


‘talkin with the investigators cnettnan | 


1s desire 


“for 3 a thorough. investigation had been an 7S by 


a sng 


3 cand’ William Coleman flew to Mexico. city, Mexico. 
a Department, FBI, cra, and the: Government of Mexia, ne 
ane Mexico (City, Pe 1) Prior to- their’ departure, _ 


Mexico @uring Oswald's visit. to Mexico: City. and” oe 


2 ee that. ‘the CIA's Mexico city Station was, actively 


Soviet, and. Cuban Embassy/consulates (ibid. pe 3) 


(This: form is to be used fee Nae: extracted: 
from Cla—copig Wed. documients. ) 


On ppett: 8, DENTS. ‘Slawson, Howard. witens, 2 


to meet with ‘the representatives of ‘the: State 


_(Slawson Memorandum, ‘April a2 1964, “Subj: (Trip: 


"they met with ‘Thomas Mann, the U. ‘s. Ambassador to.’ 


the’ ‘time ‘of President Kennedy* 's assassination. (Ibid. e 


S Ambassador Mann. told the Warren. Commission cepenenten 


i Gheadea: in Photosurveillance operations: against ee 4 


Upon the group! s- arrival in. Mexico city, they 

were’ met by us. “Ambassador Freeman, Claire Boonstra _ ae 
ees the State Department, Clarke anderson of the FEL, | 5 
and Winston Scott of: the CIA (Ibid. Pp. 9~ 10) - | 


‘That ‘same day; during a “meeting between. the as 


ee representatives and Win Scott, Scott, made 

available to the group actual. transcripts [ot the ‘CIA's 
"telephonic: surveillance operations accompanied with. 

‘English translations of the transcripts. In ‘adaitibe ge 


a Classification: 


Sup Clesitied by derivation: = 7 wee ral 


"Classification: ‘ 


he- proviadg orn is to. be .used for materi 1 
P Mulan folp ta d- documents.) Ng ee ae 
for the time period. covered by Oswald’ s visit. 

that haa resulted from photosurveillance. of the. Seg EM 


_ Cuban and Soviet. ‘Embassy entrances, David Stawson 


wrote: 3 


"...Mr. Scott stated at the beginning : -. 
of his narrative that he intended to. make 
a complete disclosure of all facts, — . 
including the sources of his information, 
and that he understood that all three of. a: 

_ us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and DoS 

- that we would not disclose beyond the. 80! 

_ confines. of the Commission.and its ~ Sa et 
immediate staff the information we. obtain- 
ed through him without” first clearing it. 
.with his superiors in Washington. » We. 

_ agreed to this." (Ibid. yo. vs 


Mr. Scott described to the’ Commission eres 


LAN ‘Ce ely 
sentatives the ‘CIA’ Ss. ‘course of action 2 ome 


following the assassination, indicating ‘that his” 
staf immediately began to compile dossiers a 
‘Oswald, Duran, and ‘everyone ‘else throughout Mexico oe ; 
whom the CIA knew had had some contact with, Oswald 

(Ibid. )- ‘Scott, revealed that all known: Cuban: and Russian x 
“intelligence agents chad : quickly - ‘been put. unddi _ 4 - 
surveillance ‘following the assassination. Slawson . £ 
concluded : - a - . oe — —— a : oo > 
| “Scott's narrative plus the material we _ | 

were shown disclosed immediately how 

incorrect our previous information had 


‘been in Oswald's contacts with the ‘Soviet . : A 
and Mexican: Embassies. Apparently the 7 


"Classification: a 


. eg * g Classified by o nagso 


i 
i 
i 


SEC RET 


"Classification: rae 


this toon is to be. ‘used for fetedal extracted | 
_ distarx tiongoanilebiisaians to which our. 
information: had been subjected had 
. @ntered-some place in Washington, _ 
2 because. the CIA information that we. 
"| | Wexe-shown by Scott was unambiguous on. © 
. almost _all.the crucial points. We had 


a: “previously ‘planned to show Scott, Slawson', '"s oo 
“oo ali reconstruction of Oswald's probable.’ -°..- 


‘activities. at the. embassies: to get - Scott! Ss. 
opinion, -but once we saw how badly distorted > 

-. our information was we realized that this | 

- would be: useless. Therefore, - instead, we ° 

.decided to take as close notes as possible: 

- from the original source materials at. some- 
later time during our visit." (Ibid, P- 24)* 


the results of ‘the notetaking from original source eS 


"materials that he. aid following Scott's. disclosures. 

“aneee: notes dealt exclusively with the[ telephonic” 
‘intercepts pertaining to the Duran and Oswald conver= 

/ gations. for the. period ‘Sept. 27°: - Oct. s ageares) 

"= (Slawson 2 Memorandum, ‘April ‘2i, 1964 ‘Subj: :[Entercepes J) 


“from ie Soviet and Cuban Embassies in Mexico City. 


It is (evident | from Slawson' s record chat the 


gener’ s denial of original source materials, in this. 
case ‘the[ telephonic ‘surveillance intercepts, Jseriougly , 

eee the. Commission’ s ability to draw. accurately i 
" reasoned conclusions regarding Oswald’ s sojourn in 


~ Mexico: City. . It meant that as of April 10, 1964," 


7 Ss Clas sification: : 


OR © ‘separate Slawson Memorandum of April eh 1964. records 


+ 


nf 
_ | ( 
of 


PB. 


considered had this material been expeditiously 


~ sec RET . 


"Classification: a 


(this ein is. to be bed for materia extracted 
’ from ClA—controlled documents.) 


a the halfway FOIE of. the Warren eas 
investigation, the: Commission was forced to Lea 
the! factual. path by which it had: structured Oswald's 
activities in Mexico’ city. “It further caventad that 
the Agency had provided ambiguous information to. 


the Commission when, in fact. "on. almost all. the . 


“erucial. points" ‘significantly more precise materials. or 


could have Ween made available for. saccae ai by the. 


“Commission. (Ibid. y Thus, the. Agency’ s. early policy 


of not. ‘providing. the Commission with vate relevant. ae 


information derived ‘from certain: sensitive sources . 


and methods had seriously undermined the. investigation — 


and ‘possibly foreclosed lines of investigation e. Gar 


Cuban: ‘involvement, that might have: been: more seriously 


provided. 


Mexice Coty S tution Phe fosurvellieiace 2 and YAR 
Mexico’ City Mystery Man = 

ee ‘On November 23,-1963, FBI Special Agent Odum. 
showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man o 


bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren 


“Classification: — 


< 


— | secRET 


"Classification: cee 


from ClA—controttec documents 
supplied to the. FBI. on | November 22 by the CIA's 


: conni ssiox Theor ip! tosbe Seis srt been 


Mexico city. Station after Agency’ representatives. 


had searched ‘their ‘filse in an effort to locate” 
aes DRE os Thid.)° 
information on ‘Oswald (eu Doc. DDP4- -1555, 3/25/64, 


Warren Commission Doc. 67) his photograph, which was - one 


— in a series resulting from ‘the CIA's photosurveillance ih 


operations against: ‘the: Soviet. and Cuban Embassy/Consulates, 
ee ; 


( Prior. to the. assassination, 5 
i = 


ee had peer linked by 


came meant © 


| “the Mexico city Station to. Lee Harvey Oswald. / (Ibid. ) 


Richard. Helms, in a ‘sworn: affidavit béfore the Warren a 


* gotmisaion, stated that the photograph ‘shown ton 


Marguerite Oswald had been taken on October 4, 1963, 
a Mexico. city: and mistakenly linked at that. time oe ¢ 
“gswaal “(Warren ‘Commission -Refidavit of Richard Helms. 

 a/ty64, vol. XE, pp. 469- 470) . ; < 
On: February 10, 1964, Marguerite Oswald testified 


. before. the Marren, ‘Commission and recounted the eir- 


‘) 
(Warren Commission Report Vol 1pisa)urs. Oswald testitfed 


"cumstances: under which she was _shown the photograph. ee : 
“that she heiieved this photograph to have been of Jack” 5 


re (ibid) 


i“ Classified by derivatior : 
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Classification: 
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(This form is to be eed for otena: extracted 
from ClA—controlled documents. ) 


"Thereafter, on February 12, (1964,. J. Lee 
Rankin wrote to. Thomas Karramesines, Assistant ‘DDP » 


requesting both the identity of the individual 


depicted in the photograph and an explanation of 
the circumstances by which this ‘photograph was 
obtained by the Central Intelligence Aoeaee:. 
(Letter of Js Lee ‘Rankin, Feb. 12,.1964, JFK Doc. 
#2072) Z A 4n% oe i 


on that same day, ina separate letter: 


. Rankin wrote to DCI McCone regarding materials 


that. the CIA had disseminated since Novenber 22, 


1963" to the Secret. Service: but not to. the Warren 


Commission.” Rankin requested copies of these 


materials which included three CIA. cables. The 


by the ‘FBI to Oswald's mother of the individual 
originally identified by the Mexico city Station - 
as Lee Haxvey Oswald. “(Letter 6f 3: Lee Rankin | A, 


Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. #3872). 


cables concerned the photograph subsequently shown pare ; 
* Among ‘the materials. disseminated a the CIA ; 


to the Secret Service was a November 26 dissemination. 


(CIA Doc DIR 85177, 11/26/64) That cable concerned | 


4 
Classification: noes! of a 


ae th "Classified by derivation: s 


= 43 = sas 
| Classification: ee 


(This fora isto Bs used | for material: extrac 


- the DorticpsaAanas ofPORERSARERRG 204 4 BeEbsca the 


existence vos(cra telephonic surveillance ‘operations. ‘| 
an Mexico City at the time of. the assassination . 
and Oswald's: earlier visit.. AS a result the CIA. was 
eoluerane to. make the material disseminated to ee 
the Secret Service available to the Warren Commission 


toe in ‘so ‘doing the Agency would have: necessarily exposed[its g 


telephonic surveillance operationsfo the Commission. 


ee _ John Scelso: testified regarding ‘the circumstances — 
surrounding the eventual explanation given to the | 
Commission’ recounting the origion of the photograph - in: 
question. Scélso stated: | | es 


-. "We did. ‘HOE initially disclose to the. 
Warren Commission all of our. technical. 
operations. © In other words, we did. not! 
. initially disclose to them. that we had 
'. :photosurveillance because the November ae 
. photo we had (of MMM) was not of Oswald... 
Therefore it did not mean apytping: 128 


see?" 
‘Mr. Goldsmith: eeeso the Agency was making a unilateral 
decision that this was not Eo eens to the ea ee 


"Commission. - 


& 


> a a a 


nan Right, | we ‘were not Suchorizea, ae ‘eae ¢ 
; to- reveal all our technical operations. , 
(HSCA Class. Depo. of oho Scelso eae 
o? pe SO pe te 
In sumary ‘the records shows that 
By PepEaery 12, roe ‘the Warren Commission had. 


inadvertantly requested access seo ae 


production, a. cause for concern within the ae 


- Classification: ees. E s 2 z a ee z= . : 


ERE, ° 
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(This form is to be. used for material ‘extracted 


- {bis Epsm—iorizolted eeurfentepterial extracted: ee 


from ClA—controlled documents.) 
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4 aA oe 


aaa to ‘the sensitivity. of Agency sources and mathods-: 


Similarly, the possible disclosure of the es 
operations to the Warren Commission had ‘also begun to” cause. 
concern within the Agency. 
On March 5, 1967, Raymond Rocca wrote in an aad 

internal memorandum. to Richard Helms that “we have — | 
a Srob len’ here “for your determination." ‘cocee 
“outlined Angleton s desire not to respond directly : 
to Rankin's request of February 12 regarding. the CIA 
material. forwarded to. the ‘Secret Service since 
November 23, 1964. . “Rocca then stated: 


"Unless you feel Sthshei sas Jim wala’ 

prefer to wait out the Commission on the 
Matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the’ = 
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone 
requesting access to CIA reports provided 

the Secret Service after November 22, 1963, _ 
4JFK Doc. 3982). If they come back on this mS 
point he feels that you, or someone from 
here, should be prepared to go over to: show 
the, Commission the material rather than pas 
‘thei . to them in copy. Incidentally,. none 

of these items are of new substantive ‘i 
interest. We have either passed the material 
in substance to the Commission in response to. 

_ earlier levies or the items refer to aborted — 
‘leads, for example, the famous six photographs 
which are not of Oswald..." (CIA Doc. FOIA 
#579-250, 3/5/64; see also HSCA Classified 
Deposition of James ie ae 


Tisai 


900086 


aa oe “Cs Berk Berk 


a i 7 


3 2 ie ut : cation: - 


Classification: 
¥ Classification: —— penn es 
_: (This form is to be’ used for. material extracted 
See {iris Gb’m-contoolbad Lemuel extracted 
» from ClA—controlled documents. ). . 
2 ada” 


Nelereda he stecea that the. enle ‘reason 
for not providing the Warren Commission with | 
access to CIA surveillance materials. — 
was due to the Agency's concern for. 
; PEpEectton of its ‘sources and methods) ° 


900087 


Po the! February az request for the materials ‘forwarded | 


; each report or communication pertaining: to thes Secret . 


Service materials "with all indications of your _ 


SECRET 


- Classification: — we 


. (This form is to. be. ‘ea for ‘material extracted. * 
‘. +. from ClA—controlled documents.) Le 
On March i2, 1964, Fepresentatives of the 7 


‘Warren Commission and the cIA confered regarding 


“to the Secret Service by. the’ ‘Agency. (Letter of 


VA SA = 


a. Lee Rankin March 16, 1964, JFK Doc. # 3872, Slawson | 
Memorandum, ‘March 12, 1964) 


The record indicates that the ‘Commission at 


the March 12. a presece for access: to ‘the. 
2 ‘Secret: Service materials. ‘Rankin: wrote to Helms 5 iad, ha : § 
on March 16. that it was his understanding that the 


CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of. 


confidential comimunications ‘techniques and ‘confidential 


sources deleted. _ You will also afford members of 


our staff working. in this area an opportunity to Mol ey 
review. the actual file so that: Chey. may give assurance 

that 1 the. paraphrases are complete.” (Letter of ‘s, Lee. : 

‘Rankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 25 JFK Doc. No- Baye 


Rankin. further indicated that the same 


WR, 


-. procedure was to be followed regarding any material 


in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22, 


oe ao Classified ibs derivation: 


OF, | Classification: — i 


“(this fecin is to be’ used for material extracted - oe ee 
BAe ».from ClA—controlled documents.) .- ee ee 
1963 which had not as yet been furnished because. 


Ase concerned, ‘sensitive. sources ‘and | methods. tae, 
“Helms responded to ) Rankin’ Ss. ‘March 16 letter 
on March 24 (FOIA $ 622-258) by two separate” 
‘communications. (CTA Doc. DDP4- 1554, hereinafter epe63i, 
‘3/24/64, CIA: Doc. , DDP4- “1555, 3/24/64, op) 674: hereinafter) _ 
fo) 631 provided the. Commission with a copy of the a3 
October 10, 1963 CIA dissemination to FBL, “state ‘Depts, 
INS and Navy Dept. (and. to the Secret Service on 
ae Nov. ) regarding Lee Harvey Oswald and his ‘presence 
| at the Soviet Consulate in Mexico: city. “The response . 
further. revealed. that on October 23, 1964, cra had. 
ee the Navy © oe 
Ee Pe requested, two. copies of ‘the most: ‘xecent photograph | 
- of Oswald in order. to check the ‘identity of ‘the: ‘Berson 


opie page to he Oswald in Mexico. City. -Furthernore, 


- the CIA stated, though ct dia not indicate when, that. 


it had determined that the photograph oua’ ‘to Marguerite 
nr 
Oswald on tovember 22, 1963 aid not: refer. to Lee ae os 


, Harvey Oswald. The ‘Agency explained that it had checked the i: 
. re “photograp 


‘against the. press photographs of Oswald generally 


available on November 23, 1963," 


CD 674, reveals ‘that on Nov. 22, 1963 inmediately follow 


- Classification: __ ~ = ae a 


_ me fp 


oe "Classified by derivation: cis 


ee the assass4f SHOR CHO cose toad ayagper 23, 1963, ies ~ 


ae of an. unidentified man who had visited the Cuban and. 


"stated that: 


‘47 ; 
R 


= Gessification: _ secre 
ee is: to ce used for droll aired 


2 cabled reports were. received at CIA headquarters — 


| from the CIA. Mexico city Station regarding- photographs 


” Béviet 1 Embassies ‘during October and November 1963. 
Paraphra ses of these cables, not revealing seals: 
"sources and methods, were attached to CD $74. The 

_ Agency wrote | that: the. subject of the photo vareceneed 


an these cables was. not Oswald. It was further . 


"In response to our meeting of 12 March and 

your memo of 16 March, Stern and Willens 

will review at Langley the original copies 

of these 3 disseminations to the Secret 

Service and the cables on which they. were 

based,.as hse as the photos of the unidenti-'— 
... fied. man.". (CIA Doc. DDP4- 1555 cn634, 24 fake: 
~~ March> 1964). 


Se ee wrote in a memorandum — 


for the record: 


_ "The CIA directed @ memorandum to J. Lee Rankin. 

' on March 24, 1964 (Commission Document No. 631)- 
"in which’ it-set forth ithe dissemination of - 
the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. Ir lize 
that this memorandum is only a partial answér 
to our inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964 
and I hope that the complete answers will give’ 

us the additional information we requested." 
enoreneum of Wathen Coleman, March 24, 1964) 


. Coleman ene. on to. state: 


"As you eyow we are eit trying to get an 
-explanation of the photograph which the FBI 
"showed Marguerite Oswald_soon after the. 
aS. | e a 7 a Pore 

. Classification: 
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(This: fori is sao be used for material extracted | . 
from ClA—controlled documents.) 
assassination. I hope that paragraph 4 
‘Of the memorandum of March 24, 1964 - 
oo (cD. 631) sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA. 
“ais not the answer which the CIA intends. 
to give us as to this. inquiry." (Ibid. ds 


‘ we . ly a Be. 4 
Abyss “st A, ns 


vel 


ii 
vee 


ids Same following day, as agreed. by Warren Commission aus 
and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of ‘the | | 
Commission visited CIA headquarters in Langley, 
Virginia. | a | 
| Sterns' memorandum of his visit reveals that. 
he. reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond Rocca. ca 
“indicated that Oswald’ s file contained those materials 
furnished previously to the Warren Commission by . 
the CIA. The file also contained: : : 
"Cable ‘reports of November 22 and Novenber 
“23. from the cra s Mexico city Station 
relating to. the photograph of the unidenti- 
fied individual mistakenly believed to be. 
Lee Bervey Oswald and the reports on those 


cables furnished ‘on ‘November 23, ee ‘to. x 


& 
* 


. oo MR 
the: Secret Service by the CIA." "(Memorandum 
tee Samuel Stern, March 27, 1964) 


Stern noted that these messages were accurately __ 


paraphrased in the attachments eo CD 674 Pees ‘the ta 


# Parageyen Y ee cD 3s decked hak CIA Moet. 


ns. BS At of nideenti Fred ' Radivicecad Aid hot ep ictm 
eae Kon, Aces arelse hs iw Sicaeeaes : 
OB bassinteat egt ain 3445 is ae 


GEnecouay « ae 


Ct aa 2 a es Classification: fos 


(This ae ‘is to. se of for material extracted |» 
Warren ComitessGlérentrelledatecuments) 964. He also 
reviewed | the October 10, 1963 ha from’ CIA's: 
Mexico: city Station to ve CIA headquarters 
| reporting Oswald" s contact with the Soviet Embassy 
“in Mexico City. - ‘In addition, Stern examined the 
October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to. 
the Mexico City Station reporting background ingore: 
mation on Oswald." (Ibid. ) Stern recorded _ 
that _ these messages _ were | 
"paraphrased accurately as set. forth in the CIA's. January 
31 memo to the Warren Commission Reporting Oswald: s 
Mexico. city trip. 

Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him 
fox his review a computer printout of the references 
to Oswald-related documents located in the Agency's 
electronic data storage system. He stated "there is 

no item 1isted on the printout which the Warren Com-. 


mission has not been given either in full text or. 


paraphrased." . (Ibid.) an *% e 


Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission 


‘representative had been lier ce of the circumstances 


OTS aR Rw? 
surrounding the mysterious, photograph. 


- Classification: __ SECRET. 
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Luisa Calderon 


“Approximately five hours after: President’ 


, Kennedy’ s assassination a Cuban. government employee’ hae 


in Mexico city named "Luisa" received. a- telephone © 
call from an unidentified man speaking Spanish. oe ov 
(CIA Doc. roiifaxr 7105, 11/27/63, 173- -615, attachment) 
ae ne had been intercepted and recorded ‘by the. 
CIA's Mexico city Station as “the. result, of its. | aP 
LIENVOY (eee tap) operation. Jemia.) yy The Mexico a 
City Station,as subsequently reported to cra 7 
headquarters, identified the Luisa’ of the conversa~ 
tion | as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in . 
_ 3 the: Commercial Attache! s office at the. ‘Cuban mn Consu~ 
late. eae ) | | : 
‘During the course Of ‘the conversation, the 
unidentified caller. asked Luisa if she had heard 
7 (of the assassination) 
the latest nave ‘Luisa’ replied. in. a joking tone: 


"Yes, of course, ox knew almost before Kennedy.’ wee 


(Ibid. y ar ae ; 
CIA's i 
Paraphrasing ple (Eceephon- intercept transcript, 
i states that the caller told Luisa a the person 7 
yp 
“oes Classification: ; 


- Classified by »p9007s — 


oN > Classification: Ce 
“(This fone is” “to” ‘ ised for material ‘extrected * 
from ClA—controlled documents.) © 
apprehended for Kennedy’ s slaying was ‘the : 


= "President of one of the Committees. of: ‘the Fair. 


a Play for Cuba." “Luisa, ‘replied that she also ‘knew 


held for the killing was a "gringo." “The unidenti- 


ae fied caller replied, cee " Luisa told her. caller . 


“that ‘she had learned nothing age about the assassina- na : 


this. ' Luisa inguired « whether. the person ‘being. as a 7 ; ; 
a tion. and that she: had: learned about the. assassination c § 


“only a ‘little while ago. The unidentified caller 
‘commented: 7 | | 


We think that. if it had Hien or had 
seemed...public: or had been one of. 

: the segregationists or against . Bos te 
ar intergration who had killed ‘Kennedy, 25) 
~. then there was, let's say, the) 22: 

- possibility that a sort of civil : 
war would arise in the United States; .*.- 
that: contradictions would. Be sharpened... — 

_* who knows: ; . - 


Luisa re esponded: : 


makes. three. - (She laughs. ) (Ibid, p.. 2) be , es 
ia) r a 4 


Imagine, one, two, three, and now, that. 5° gt : 
Raymond Rocca, in response to a’ 1975 Rocke" 


feller Commission request for information Ona? Sos g 


a possible Cuban conspiracy to. assassinate President 


_ Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon" Ss. comments : ous : 


is, 
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_ Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex. post ae 
_ Suggestion of foreknowledge. This. is” the 
.-. . Only item in. the. intercept coverage of 
-: the Cubans and Soviets. after the. assaseina-. 
tion that contains the suggestion of fore- 
knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc., | 
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, 


5/23/75, Pp. 15) * (gee p, S Sa. Ser 
| Standing by itself, Luisa Calderon' s cryptic 


comments’ do not merit serious “attention. Her words: 


“may indeed indicate Poveknowledge’ of the assassina— 
tion Hue may equally be interpreted without such a 


“sinister. implication. Nevertheless, the Committee 


has determined that Luisa ‘Calderon's case should 
have merited ‘serious attention in the months following 


the ' assassination. 


In connection with the assassination, Luisa 


Calderon' s name eirce surfaced on November 27, 1964. 
ina cable sent by. then Ambassador. Mann to the State 


" Department (CIA Doc.. DIR 85573, 11/27/63). 


. ¢ , * 
ied: 


In that. cable Mann stated: = 


aS 


<a.Washingten should urgently consider 
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities 
to arrest for interrogation: . Eusebio Azcue, 
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two 
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular 
‘officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary 

in Cuban Consulate here." (ibid.) 
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"*Regarding- the. ‘issue of wiieehas Calderon‘ s comments. 
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible 
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows: 


' During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry, 
Calderon's conversation was identified | 
as a possible item of information from 
thel Agency's JCuban.and Soviet[telephone - 7 
intercepts Jthat might suggest foreknowledge - 
of a plot to assassinate the American Presi-. 
dent. This: favolved a faulty translation of an - 
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer 
to the latter's question as to whether she 
had heard the latest news, Calderon said: 


"Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy." 


. ‘The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me entere. a 
- (the first person of the verb enterarsefe, 
“past tense) should be. translated as ".%.1 found 


out (or I learned). fabout it -- the assassination7 
_ almost. before. ‘Kennedy /did7." In other words, - 

Calderon was saying she heard about the ‘shooting © 

of Kennedy almost at the time the event took 

place...". (CIA Doc., Memorandum Begaecng.. 

Luisa Calderon CONVESSRESOR: p.l). 


The Committee fundamentally disputes. the 

narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments 
assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee! s 
position that translation of Me Entere'as . | 
either "I found: out" or “I. learned about" 


comments as a suggestion on her part of possible 
foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination. 
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“This, ‘cable does not state: the basis for 
arresting Calderon. * “However, the CIA's Sony: ee oe a 


~ gable bears” a handwritten notation on tts° ‘routing | 


_ page. ‘That notation states: _ "Info from Amb Mann 
for Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with ‘Oswald 
in ‘Cuban Embassy." “Mann went: on to. state in eEgent 
"tems: “they may quickly be returned to Havana iene 
‘order. to eliminate any. possibility that Mexican 
“government, could use them as witnesses." (Ibid. ) 
a “According. to CIA files, Calderon made oe 
 jeeledeee etna to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on 
oh pgcamtier Ad; 1963, less than four weeks. after the 
Y apiece dat ica: (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/63) 
: *s. Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested 
_ nor detained for questioning by the Mexican federal 
police. “However, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate 
Sook Calderon' s and the one person believed: to have aes ; — * 
*It is the Committee! s “belief ‘that: Mann was seompted: | 

to request the arrest of Calderon.on- the basis of 

Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation ‘that Calderon 
. was present at the Cuban Embassy when. Oswald 

_was allegedly given a sum of money presumably: to 


Carry out the assassination of President Kennedy. 
(CIA Doc. DDP4-2741, 1 June (1964, Attachment ¢) 
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“had repeated contact with Oswald while he: sea in) _ 
“Mexico « city, was. arrested and questioned ‘by- ‘the. 
| Mexican police on ‘two separate occasions. (CIA 
Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR. 85471, - 
11/27/63) | 
- During: her ‘second interrogation, Duran was. 


questioned regarding her association with Calderon. 


There is. no indication in the ¥einterrogation report 
"accounting for the questioning of Duran. about: calderon. 
(CIA. Doc. pDP4- =0940, se/At/ G8): The information regarding 
“ putan' Ss interrogation was - passed to the Warren. ‘Commission 
oh February 21, 1964, more than. two months after | | 
Calderon had returned to Cubes (Ibid. )- | 
Information was Spepeweda’ to the CIA during 


May 1964, from a Cuban defector, tying Luisa 


Calderon to the Cuban Intelligence apparatus. ‘The. 


ex 
* 


"defector, AMMUG-1, was himself a Cuban ne 


Officer who supplied galuabie: and. highly reliable 


information to the CIA regarding Cuban Intelligence 


operations. (CTA Doc., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch 


to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) eataeren = 


reek ee - Gesifetion: secret. ued 


Sesto: a 
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me ties ‘to: Cuban intelligence were ‘reported to the Warren 

| Coitimission on ‘June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #739- ~319, oe 
6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from . 

- its. review that. the CIA did not provide Calderon’ Ss. | 
“conversation of November 22 to ‘the Warren Commission. . . 


. Consequently, even though | the Warren Commission was. aware that - § 


oS wm : i ee ye, 


Lecce ade ceen net pabanecinet shee 
. Pe : 


. ¥egard may have forclased the Commission from Be 


arrived in Mexico City: from Havana on January ine 
of birth was “believed to ‘be .1940 (CIA Doc.. Dispatch 
Mexico City was ‘first xeported. by" the. CIA on, July 
office to the CIA's Mexico City station and to the 


‘Chief of tne CIA's Special Affairs Staff (for Cuban 


operations) . (CIA Doc. Dispatch [seca-}o 0095, 1/15/63) 


‘of the Cuban Embassy’ s commercial office. ‘The 


ae oe -- Ce 
"Classification: 


(This fern _is to: be ‘used for material extracted” 
from ClA—controlled documents. ): 


Calderon had connections to intelligence work, 


as did: other Cuban’ Embassy officers, the. vital Coe 


Link between her background: and her comments 
was never established for. the peed ccmtessa 


by the CIA. ‘The. Agency's oversight: in this 


actively pursuing a’ lead of great significance. 


Calderon’ s- 201 file reveals that: she. 


1963, carrying Cuban Passport E/63/7.— “Her date 
HMMA21612, no date given) Calderon’ Ss ‘presence in, 


15, A283 in a. ‘dispatch from the CIA's Miami fiela- 


That dispatch. had ectached to. it a report -containigg 
biographic data on personnel chen assigned to So a 
Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At page three of ‘the. 


attached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Secretary 
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notation indicated eee a report was pending on 


: No such report is peas 
7 Calderon. (Ibid. pe 3 of attachment)" ‘The : in Calderon's © 
201 File. | 


Agency has attempted, without success, to locate | i 
. _the report. — an , ES ee: Gee We ee pe : od 
reo Luisa Calderon's association with the Cuban to = 


DGI was first recorded by the CIA on May 5, 1964. 


Blind 


(CIA. Doc.“ Memorandum of [Harold Swenson ; 
68-290 8/5/64) “At: that time, Joseph Langosch, — Me 
Chief of Counterintelligence. for: the Special Affairs 


‘Staff, reported the results of his debriefing oF 


the Cuban defector, AMMUG-1. _ ‘The: memorandum stated 
"that AMMUG~1, had no ‘direct knowledge of Lee Harvey ee 


Oswald or his activities but was able ‘to provide. 


items” of interest based upon the comments of certain 
. Cuban Intelligence, Service eertceray Ibid.) — Saeeieica iy, 
- AMMUG-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the:Cuban 
intelligence services before November. 23,. 1963. 
“AMMUG- -1 told Langosch “Prior to October 1963, swag 
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City—on two or 
three occasions. Before, during and after eaeees 


- visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion 


a a 
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Classification: SECRET. (fie 


wd | _ (This. form is. to be used for: material | extracted Ae 
a ita fl from ClA—centrolled documents.) : 


General De Intelligencia (DGI) , specifically 


’ with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega. Perez, and: 


Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." us (Ibid. oe 


Langosch thereafter wrote . that Calderon' Ss. 
precise ‘elationship to the DGI. was not clear. 
As a comment to this statement he set forth the ine 
CIA cable and. dispatch traffic which recorded. her 


arrival in Mexico during: aca 1963 and departure oe 


for ‘Cuba within one month after the ‘assassination. | 
(Ibid. ) | | 

On ‘May 1 1964, Langosch recorded additional 

i he had elicited from AMMUG-1 regarding 


Oswald’ Ss possible contact with the DGI. (CIA ee 


wpe 


FOIA 687-295, attach. a 5/7/64) . Paragraph’ 3 of 
‘this memorandum stated in part: | 


"a. Luisa Calderon; since. she poeurnes” 

- 4 to Cuba, has been paid a regular - 
salary by the DGI even ‘though | she. 
has not performed any services. ~ 
Her home is in the Vedado section si 
wnere the rents are high, © : 2 

b. Source -(AMMUG) has known Calderon ~ 

for several years. Before going © 
to .Mexico, she worked in the 
Ministry of Exterior Commerce © 
in the department which was: known 
as the “Empress Transimport." =~ 


% 


Her title was Secretary General » A 

of the Communist Youth in the. 4 
- department named in a ene 

sentence. (Ibid. - sche aie 
/ Classification: ans 5 
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_- from ClA—controlled documents.) Be ee ee ae 
On May 8 Langosch further. ‘disclosed AMMUG! Ss : 


knowledge of the Oswald. case. (Ibid, attach. 5). 


_Langosch paraphrased AMMUG' s. + knowledge of ieee 


as follows: =. 


ae ‘thought: that Luisa Gai ae sen. might have. 
‘had contact with Oswald because I Yeacned 
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made 
a trip to Mexico, that she had been 
‘involved with an American in- Mexico. ‘The 
information to which I refer was told to . 
Mme by a DGI case officer... I had commented .. 
_to (him) that it.seemed strange that Luisa 
Calderon was receiving a salary from the 
DGI although she apparently did not. do 


any work for the Service... (The case eae 


told me that hers was: a peculiar. case and 


that he himself believed that she had been 
‘xecruited in. Mexico by the Central Entelligence 


‘Agency although. Manuel Pineiro, the Head. 
Of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall, 
(the case officer). had - investigated. Luisa 


Calderon. This was because, during the ‘time 


‘she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted . 


a letter to her by an-:American who signed 


‘his name. OWER (phonétic) or something = 
‘Similar. As you-know, the pronunciation 
of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in =. 
Spanish so I am not sure of how the name 
mentioned by Hernandez should be spelled. - 
It could have been “Howard" or something 
‘different. -As I understand the matter, 
the letter fron the American was a love 
letter but indicated that there was a. 
clandestine professional relationship — 
between the writer and Luisa~Calderon. 

I also understand from (the case officer) 
‘that after the interception of the letter 
she had been followed and seen in. the 
“company of an. American:.. Ido not know. if. 
this could have been: Oswald...(Ibid.) 
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| On May. ll, Raymond Rocca wrote a. | menorandum 

. to Director Richard Helms regarding the information 

|. [owenson rea elicited from AMMUG (CIA Doc. FOIA 687-295, 

- S/11/64 Rocca . Memorandum) - ‘Rocca’ proposed that. "the. ic 
DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the 
former, discuss the AMMUG~1 situation on a very. 
restricted basis wach Mr. Rankin at his earliest. 

“convenience either at the Agency. or at. the Commission 
pee rer “until this takes Place, it is not 
desirable to put anything in weiting. (Ibid. Pp. 2). 

“On May - 15, 1964, Helms wrote Rankin regarding 
“AMMUG' ¢ 's information about the DGI,. indicating erney 

; sensitivity and operational significance. (CIA ‘Doc. 
FOIA 697- -294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) Attached 
to Helis’ _ communication was a paraphrased. accounting 
of Langosch' s May 5 memorandum. (Ibid.) In Shae: 
‘attachment the intelligence associations. of Manuel 


4 


Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set t fogth. Ay 
oar ae ae oe +” 
However, that attachment made no reference whatsoever 


to Luisa Calderon... 


‘Howard Willens of the Warren Commission 


requested as a follow-up: to the May 15 memorandum,: 
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"access to the ees used in. Langosch* Ss 


" Memorandum)» ‘on: ‘June 18, 1964 arthur Dooley of 


Rocca! 's @ounterintelligence Zesearch and Analysis eee 


Group took the. questions and AMMUG''s _responses | to 


the Warren Commission’ Ss office™ s for Willen’ s review. 


Willens saw Langosch' S May 5 memorandum. The only, es 


mention of Calderon. was as ‘follows: “The | precise. 
relationship of. ‘uisa’ Calderon to the DGI is not e 


clear. - She spent about six months in Mexico. from 


which she returned to Cuba early in 1964." (tbia.) ha 


However Willens’ was not eneua Langosch's 
memoranda of May a and May 8, 1964 which: contained 


much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon, ae 


including Her Socaiwie: association with Lee Harvey 


Oswald and/or American intelligence. (Ibid. i 


‘The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964, 


had little if no reason to pursue the Luisa | Calarge 


lead. Tt had pecemae ccs ea denied significant 


* It should be noted that these memoranda of May 5, 
7,.8, Ll and June 19 with attachments, are not ™ 
referenced in the Calderon 201 file. (See CIA: 
‘Computer printout of Calderon 201 file) Their 
existence was determined by the Committee’ Ss. 


independGGlassifteation: other egcney files... a 
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| “interrogation of aalic. (CIA Doc. FOIA 739- 316, ‘srs/e4, 


aos a 64 ee 
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7 background information. “This ‘denial may have 
oe a impeded or prevented the Commission’ Ss pursuit, 


- of Calderon! 's povéntial relationship to. Oswald 7 ake 


= even if the Warren Commission had Hearted 
~~ Of: calderon' s | background and Oe PLE contact with | 


Oswald it still had been. denied | the. one significant 


i Biong and ‘the assassination of President Kennedy. But <0 f 
3 piece of: information that might 1 have raised. its: 

"+. interest in Calderon to a more serious: ‘level. “The a 

, Warren Commission was never told about Calderon' Ss 


— conversation of ‘November 22; 1964. 
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“In an effort to determine ‘the. manner. in whee: the. 
treated the Calderon conversation. this Committee - 


posed the ‘following questions. ‘to. the CRA. 
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- ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con-. °. - 
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Warren. Commission for its analysis. 
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Was the Warren Commission or: any Warren. 


to the transcript of a telephone conversa-~ 
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a - 
female. employee of the Cuban Embassy / 


- Consulate in Mexico City, identified - 


as Luisa, and an unidentified male speak-—_ 


sulate? If so, please indicate when  ™® 6 


. this transcript was provided to the Warren 


CommisSion or its staff, which CIA official é 
provided it, and which Warren Commission — = 
menpets or “Suaee reviewed it.) | 


‘wae ‘the Warren Commission or any member —— 
of the Warren Commission. or any. Warren 


Commission staff member ever informed 


~ lstsifcation: ae a 
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orally or in writing of the substance of the.” 
above~referenced conversation ‘of. November . 22, 
1963? If so,’ please indicate’ when and’. 0 - 
in what form this information was provided, 
and which CIA official provided it. (HSCA 
‘request letter of August 28, Pe) : 


The CIA. responded by memorandum: 


“Although the (Mexico City) | Station considered 
.the conversation of sufficient possible - 
interest to send a copy to headquarters, - 
the latter apparently did nothing with. 

- it, for there appears to be no record in the. 
Oswald file of such action as may. have , 
been taken. _ A review of those Warren — 

Commission: documents containing information . 

‘ provided by the Agency and still bearing & a on 
' Secret.or Top Secret classification does. . 

; not reveal whether the conversation was > 

“given or. shown to: ‘the Commission." © 
(CIA Doc.:, Memorandum RegandiAs Luisa 
Calderon conversation, P- ‘Y: 


The available evidence ‘thus eUREOEEE the 


conclusion that the Warren Commission was never © 
7 given. the: information nor. the. opportunity bY. 


which “it could. evaluate ‘Luiga. ‘Calderon! s 


‘igatelexseare to: the events dueroundine President a “ 

veenaay\evaaadssisation: Had the Commission been 3 

- expeditiously provided this evidence of her 
intelligence background, association with Silvia 
Duran, and her comments Followsng: ‘the assassination, — 


at. may well have given more. serious "investigative 
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consideration to her potential knowledge of Oswald 
‘(This form isto. be: used for material extracted: 


| and the Cuba, CIKELUARBed BoEREALT e involvement. ee ee 


ie see conspiracy to assassinate President ‘Kennedy. er ah ae 


“Two. difficult issues remain. which. are raised 


a. the Committee s ‘finding. First, why didn't 


the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the. ee 5 

: Warren ‘Commission; secondly, why ip tee 7 7 
reveal to the Warren. Commission its. full knowledge » 

of Calderon' s intelligence background, her possible. kes f 
knowledge of ‘Oswald and her possible. connection. to. 

_ the (CIA or. some other American intelligence — - g 


The first question can be. explained in benign. - 


terms. — It is reasonably possible. ‘that by” sheer 


oversight the conversation was filed away. and not. 


" recovered or: ‘recollected until after the. Warren Po 


2h 2 


Commission had ‘completed its dipeeciacacion ane. x 

See P os ) “Sicclesr. pecrion astetrote Kertiry 

“published its’ ‘report (See above (CIA. capt ans .On) x 
As. for the Ageney' s withholding of information 
concerning Calderon’ s intelligence background, fees - 
record reflects that. the Commission was. merely oe ae 
7 ie 8 3 By 

informed that. Calderon may have ‘been. a “member: oe ie 

“the DGI.. (CLA Doc. 5/5/64, [swenson remorandum) 


‘The memoranda which provided more extensive examina~ _ 


tion of. her intelligence background were not made 
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available for ‘the Commission’ s review. stgatticantiys: 
_ the May 8 ‘memorandum written, by Joseph Langosch ce 
: following his. @ebriefing Of AMMUG-1 indicated that 6 
pee and a second Cuban Taveliigence officer 
| believed Calderon to be a. CIA operative. (CIA Doc. = 
FOIA. 687-295, attach 5, 5/8/64) It is. possible - 
that this information was ‘not provided the Maxon 
Commission either because ‘there was no basis in: 
fact for the allegation « or because’ the aiteqation: 
was ‘of substantive concern to the ‘Agency. If the 
allegation were true, the consequences: for the. ‘CIA | 
. would have spoon serious. It would have demonstrated 
that eae operative, well ‘placed in, the ‘Cuban Embassy, 
may have possessed information prior to the assassina~ 
tion regarding Oswald and/or his relationship to the - 
cabad tnteiagense Saxgics :. and that Services - 


possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate. 


& 


President Kennedy. = a _ eee we : 
Regarding Calderon's possible association 
with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no 


ostensible connection between Calderon and the CIA... 


000090 


if ‘Classified by derivation: = 


Classification: — 


“However, there are indications that such contact 
"between ¢ Calderon and. the, Agency. was er 
he September le 1963 cra dispatch from the Chief. 
"oe* the ‘Special. Affairs Staff. ‘to, the ‘CIA's Chief 


of Station in Mexico City states in | part: 


not revealed by Calderon’ s 201 file. 
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“a Hate Calderon. has a sister vusiding 

in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American 

of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can 

further ‘identify the sister, our domestic 
.. exploitation section might be in a posi- | 
- tion to follow up on this lead...Please 
levy the requirement : on (CIA asset) at | 

the next opportunity. sae Doc. HMMW-— 

1935, 9/1/63) | ; 


an earlier CIA dispatch from. the CIA Chief 
of Station in Mexico. City to the Chief. of the CIA's 
Western Hemisphere Division records that: 


[wittredo of Jthe Cuban ‘Consulate, ['tampico, ] 
"reported that Luisa Calderon’ has a sister 
residing in Reynosa, Texas -.-Luisa may go 
‘up to the border to visit her sister soon-- 
or her mother may make the trip--details 
not clear (CIA Doc. Be eee July 31, 
1965) repo gs oo 


‘At the very least, .the above dispatches 


< 


evidenced an ‘interest in the activities of Calderon, 
and Se her family. — Whether this interest took » 


the form. of a Grandes tA erent relationship is. 
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The COMILe Ese has queried David Ronis, ‘the- 


author | of ene above cited, dispatch requesting 
that | Calderon‘ s sister be: contacted by the CIA's 


“domestic exploitation. section." (HSCA Class. 


Staff Interview of David Ronis, 8/31/78) Ronis” 


was a member of the CIA's Special Affairs Staff 
at the time he. wrote the-aisostel: He worked 
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible 
| for recruitment and hané@ling of agents for collection 
of. intelligence data. Mr. ‘Ronis, when» interviewed 
by, this ‘Committee, stated that part of his responsi- 
Bareey, was to scour ane Western Hemisphere division 


: for operational leads related. to the work of. the» 


Special Affairs staff. Ronis recalled that he 


; “normally would send requests to CIA field stations 


. for information or leads on various persons. Often © 


he werd receive no ‘response to these requests, 


which. normally indicated that no follow-up had Page 
either been attempted or successfully conducted. 

It was Ronis' recollection that the above-cited 
domestic exploitation section was a task force - | 
within the Special Affairs Stafé. He also stated a 


that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division 
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might have been: requested ‘to locate Luisa Caideeaas ‘s. 
sister. Ronis told the. Committee that he had no . : 
recollection of recruiting any person associated - 
with the Cuban Intelligence Service: _ He did recall 
that he had recruited women to. perform tasks for 
the Agency. “However, he dia not recall ever recruiting 
any employees, of the Cuban Embassy/Consulate in 
Mexico city. ‘Finally, Mr. Ronis stated at he Had 


no recollection that Luisa Calderon’ was associated 


Various present and former CIA representatives | 
were queried whether Luisa. Calderon. had’ ever been | 
associated with) ‘the CIA. The uniform answer was 
oe no ‘one becalvad such an i epadetarlon icity 
Exec. Sess: Test. of Richard Heims, 8/9/78, p. 136; 
| -HSCA Class. Depo. of Reynond Rocca, 1/11/18, Pp. 148; 
HSCA Staff Interview of Sesenh mang en che BLAIS: 
Piccolo, Interview of ) eae * 

as a @ 6 

Thus, the agunears s file on Calderon. and the 

Gee mony of former CIA employees have revealed no 


. connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as 


indicated earlier, this file is incomplete:the. 
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This: Committee" s investigation of Luisa 


LYN gers sy : eee 


calderon has - revealed that: a defector from the Cuban . 


Intelligence Services provided the CIA: with signi- a ae 
with the DGI.: in. Mexico city~. This defector was 
‘CIA. files. reveal that. aA-1 defected | ‘from the | 


DSI on April 21, 1964|in Halifax, Nova Scotia, canada. a 


When he defected, A-1 possessed a number of DGI 


documents which were subsequently turned aver to 


the CIA. (CIA Doc. {onra}in 6 68894, 4/24/64) - 


Following his defection, a CIA officer, ae 
Langosch; went {ee canada |to ese acl, debrief him, e f 
and arrange for A-1' s travel. into the united States. we 


(Ibid.) On May 1, 1964, 22 reels of Langosch' S 


Yo 
*It is now known that A-1 did Sogiae si Inept b Lay ; 
-leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Calderon’ £ 
fur tet “EtG ait ation that little of this information. ye 
“was ma 2 @-py_the CIA to the Warren come 
Therefore, ‘the possibility exists: that. A-1 had. : Hon 
_ provided other alte ghana ation td Cassidey | Seeien 

&£ 


n Commission’ s work wnich A 9, re 


| Classification: — | 
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puaaiie as of A-1 were, forwarded to[the Chief. of. 


Station. in ottawa, Canada. 15 (cra Doc. ispatchfocoa 


7763, 5/1/64) “Effective on May ip: ACL was vunder tee 


‘contract with the: “CIA for operational porposes. 


(CIA Doc. Contract Approving Officer Memo, 6/6/64) 


dae Tne nnn GREE 
(By June 23, 1964, ‘Langosch was convinced ‘that aI 
would be of great value to the Agency. He stated: Nae 
‘There is. no. question in my mind that . 
‘AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or .. 
that he has furnished us with. accurate 
and valuable information concerning a 
Cuban intelligence operations, staffers, . fo 
and agents.. (CIA Doc. Langosch Memo to vee 
Director of Security, 6/23/64) 2. ¢ 
- As an officer of the DGI, A-1 from August of” 
1963, until his defection was assigned to the DGI' Ss . 
Illegal Section B (CIA Doc. [orga jin 68894 4/24/64) | 
whicn was responsible for training agent s for . 


“assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi— ee. 


‘bility pertained 0 handling of agent Sper et one. 


in El Salvador. » (CIA Doc. Personal - Record Question- — 
naire 6/4/64: CIA Doc. Jotta fin 68894 4/24/64) | 


A-1 identified for the CIA the. Cuban Intelli- 


gence officers assigned to Mexico city. ; “Tenqosch 


described A-tt s “knowledge of DGI operations in | 


Mexico as. follows: 
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In Mexico City, ‘he knows who the - 
- intelligence. people are. One is the. 
*. Cuban Consul Alfredo ‘Mirabal. He is. _ 
. Called the Chief. of: the Centre.” That. 
. ds his title but he is. actually the 
a intelligence’ Chief, or-at least he 
7" "was until’the 16th of April at which 
time a replacement was’ sent to Mexico. 
_to take over. This fellow's name is. 
Manuel Vega. -The source says that — 
_ the Commercial attache whose name is. 
'-Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is 
not sure which is an intelligence 
officer) ‘and another one is Rogelio. 
(.I might ‘Say that some of these names. - 
are familiar to me.) (Langosch debriefing’. 
of A-1,. 4/30/64, Pp. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64) 


Thus, acl was. pote to. Provade the CIA soon eae 
after his defection with | accurate information, 
regarding DG. operations and DGI. employees in. 
poe Mexico ‘City. #& en gact fren | aca | | 
| “dhe ‘Committee h has’ reviewed ‘the CIA' s- een 
- concerning A-1. This examination was undertaken 
to fevenuae: 1) whether A-1 had provided any _ 
; valuable investigative leads to the CIA pertaining: 


to the. assassination of President Kennedy; and 2) 


Classified by derivation: est 


rs 
whether, if such leads were ‘provided, ‘these leads 
and/or other significant information were made 
available to the Warren Commission. 
= secre a 
Classification: _- a 
a 092096 


materials provided by» the CIA to the Warren. 


Langosch Memorandum, 5/5/64) Also contained within 


Classification: _ = 
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The. ‘Committee’ s initial review of ‘the Ls 


"Commission did not disclose the existence of ne 


AMMUG files. “However, the Committee did during ee eee 


the course of its review examine a file containing 
material passed to the Rockefeller. Commission. That 
file made reference to A-1. Included in Ents: 
file was” a | memorandum of May ae 1964 written by 
“Joseph Langosch which concerned. information A-L 


provided about the Oswald case. (CIA Doe. FOIA 68— -290 


this file were the A-1 debriefing memoranda of 
May 7 and. “May 8, 1964 previously. cited with regard 
to Luisa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA 4687-295, ‘attach? s 
3 and 5) Following review of the jemoranéa, the | 
Committee requested access to all CIA files 
concerning referring to A-l. | 

Prom review of these materials the conmitteq, 
has Bet ocntaea that the Warren Commission did learn 


during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probably 


had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City. 
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tthe: Waren eMMiSSien 
/ Prior r toMlearning of. Oswald's probable contact 


with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of. the” 


oe CIA's Counter ‘Intelligence Staff passed an ‘internal 


memorandum to. Raymond Rocca, also. of the ‘Counter- a 


intelligence Staff, which stated that he had been 


informed by the ‘DOP, Richard Helms, that. J. Lee. 


| Rankin had contacted John McCone to veduese that 
‘the. Director. consent to. an interview before. the” 
Warren Commission on “haa 14, 1964, (Jd. Edgar 

| Hoover also appeared before the Commission on 
that date prior to McCone' s appearance. fees 


Commission Report, ABR teH29)(CIA Doc. FOIA 689- 298, 


e Mamorandun of James Angleton, 5/12/64) ee 


also. wrote: 


I @iscussad with Mr. Helms the nature of 
the recent information which you are 
‘processing which originated with the 
sensitive Western Hemisphere source. I: 
‘informed him that in your view this would 
raise a number of new factors with the 


Commission, that it should not go to the’ a 


Commission prior to the Director's. appear- 
ance unless we have--first had some pre-' 
liminary reaction or made sure that the 
Director is fully aware of the implica- 
tions since: it could well serve as the 
basis for detailed questioning. The DDP 
stated that he would review this care-- 
fully amd made (sic) a decision as to 

the question of timing. (Ibid.) 
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to in Angleton’: s memo was A-1. This SONS SLO is 
based in’ part upon the date of this memo which © 
was quite close in time to AR! s defection. oe 
addition, Rocca's staff eragaved i. prior _ 


to DCI McCone' s appearance before the Warren 


a“Brief a ee 


Commission for Presentation to the Warren Commission 
“outlining various positions adopted nee the Cia visa 
vis its investigative efforts and. assistance to the 
‘Commission. (CIA Doc. FOIA 695- =a0ee 5/14/64) 

At Tab E of this brief te states: 


“Within nes past Wiehe sigaveveane infor- 
mation has been developed by the CIA re- — 

-.garding the relationship with Oswald of ~ 
certain Cuban intelligence personnel in 
‘Mexico City and the reaction in Havana 
“within the Cuban Intelligence Service > 
to. the news of the assassination of 
President Kennedy. . The Commission Staff 
is in the course of being briefed on the 
‘Cuban asspect. (Ibid., Tab E) 


On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview, © 


the Warren Commission received its first formal 
communication regarding A-l. (CIA Doc FOIA 697-294, 
5/15/64) However, the Agency did not at that time 


identify A-1l by his real name or cryptonym nor did 


the Agency indicate that the source of this information — 
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was a defector then RCeLOERG under secure. conditions. 


in. the Washington, (D.C. area. (Ibid. ts, The “May” 1s. 


communication did ae ‘state that the Agency had» 


"established contact “with a well-placed invidivual . 


who has been in close and. prolonged contact with 


ranking officers 6e the Cuban Direccion General ‘de 7 z 


Intelligencia." (Ibid. ) 


Attached to ‘the May 15 communication was BL 


copy of Langosch' Ss. ‘above ‘referenced memorandum of | 


May 3+ 1004 regarding knowledge of. ‘Oswald's ‘pro~ 


“bable contact. with. ‘the. DGI in. “Mexico Gey. HIne 


attachment made no reference to the. source’ s. status 


as a defector from ‘the, Der. (Ibid. attachment). 


As set forth in the. section ‘Of this report. 


concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 1s, 1964, Howard 


Willens of. the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch' Ss. 


May 5 memo and the Gueettons upon which the informa- 
‘tion set. “forth in the. memo was elicited. aired 
questions nor che Memo: Shown to Willens made 
reference to the source’ s status as a defector Rots 
laborating with the CIA. (CIA Doc FOIA 739-319, 


x. 
6/19/ . Pe | es _ > eee 4 
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Classification: - 
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. “Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda, 
the Committee has ‘determined that significant i 
information regarding Luisa Calderon. ) specifically 

' of Nov. 22° ~-details of her ons 
her conversation) ana-@Ssociation with Cuban. Intelligence 
were. withheld from the Warren Commission... ‘This 
"information as described above, was derived ftom , © 
/- ‘However, 
| debriefings of Beh From the Committee' s review 
of. the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee. 
has not found any credible evidence indicating that: 
other information provided by A-1 to ‘the CIA was |. , 
“relevant to the work of the Warren» Commission. However, 
» in its review the ‘Committee has” determined that a | | 
specific, document. “referenced i in the AL Eo een 
not present in, that file. 
The. missing itemis of considerable concern to 
the Committee. It is a debriefing tanoee of AST 
entitled "The Oswald Case." __ (CIA Doe Dispatch [vrew-] . 


5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch 


ran 


records the transmittal of the report, along with 

7 eleven eehee A-1 debriefing reports. (Ibid.) Next to —§ 
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report | 

is the handwritten notation "STL" oh CIA employee 7 . - : 


who has worked extensively with the AGSHGY files 


_. Classification: 
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system 1 told a Committee staff member ‘that se 
© notation ¥ was” ‘the symbol for the CIA component - Soe 
known as ‘Special Intelligence. Other CIA- 
representatives believed the er es 
reference to the Counterintelligence component. 
-er/sic. IN a CIA memorandum dated September can 
1978, ‘the CIA has adopted ‘the position that ; _ 
2 debriefing Report No. 40 is a. duplication of. 


the original Langosch memorandum of May 5; 1964 


at 
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concernin AMMUG's knowled e of. tae Harve an Pee 
a ; ee ~Fork het 
Osuald's possible contact Aiyf tee the pet. eek Nevertheless, 1 
Comm hoy nef Csi pb P Pomtosm eqeshetior Peorietirs muport 
an 


fic | 6 - 
e Committee . ae qeenetse A- “48 ot oae*™ Cre | 


officers FEDATS LNG. additional information that al may Bik, 
have: supplied about Oswald. Joseph Langosch, when 
interviewed by the Committee, aeered that he did. not 


“have contact with the Warren Commission and does = 


ae Ge 


« 


not know what information derived from A-1's de- 


briefings was supplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCA 


SN 


Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78; Cite also 


‘Interviews of Hildago & Piccolo) He also stated that” 


wheat. 


he does not. recall that, A~1: provided ee 
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_*The cIA memorandum ‘states in part as follows: 


ahen: CL Staf£ ‘Wearhed of AMMUG-1's ‘deteceien* 


and considered ‘the - possibility that he. 


might have some knowledge of the Oswald. 
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions 


- to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing 
AMMUG~-1...WH desk records reflect that 


AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding 


'. this questionnaire. ../B/ecause the debriefing 


on the Oswald case -was handled as a sensitive : 


Matter, it was dictated. directly to a cr 
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on. 


-5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on 
_ /several subjects on. 4 May 64. ‘The procedure 
-..Was to assign each ‘subject. discussed a. 


debriefing. number and they were written 


up in contact report form by the WH case 
officer. The instructions from CI staff 


_ were to handle the Oswald case debriefing 
... very. closely. and not to keep any copies Ast. 
WH Division/. '.The "Oswald Case" was |: 


logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing 


“report number 40, but the report itself 


was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly 


- to -a-CI staff stenographer. There would 
.be no. reason to include the number 40 on 


G. 083: 


- the report of this special debriefing for 
.CI. staff, since it was their only debriefing 
"> report. We are certain it is the debriefing 
report (#40) because the date is the same; 
it is the only debriefing report on. Oswald ey 


listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it. it (sic) 
the only AMMUG~-1 debriefing report in 
Oswald’ s 201 file. 


(CIA ‘Doc., Memorandum for the Record, pegaraiad 
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald 
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1) 
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ono Oswald's contact with the DGI ‘except for ‘that 


set forth in. “the. Memoranda of May 5, Ty and 8 - 


as discussed herein. (Ibid. ) 


‘In: a further, effort to ‘clarify. the substance 


of information that A-L ‘provided to the CIA 


regarding Oswald, the Committee has attempted 


to locate acl. The IA has also attempted to. os : 


locate Bel, whose, present relationship with 


the A enc is: ambi ous but has been unable 2 
gency guous, 7 trae 


to determine his present whereabouts. * The- ‘CIA' s oe 


inability to: locate AL ‘has been a source of: 


concern to: this: Committee, particularly in oe 


light of his long association with the. Agency. 
‘Pemaias Acomplcte with ec Fear nies +s 
Thus , ' Dan aL: eters rece chet ASrisa* ‘information A-1 


“may have ‘supplied the CIA about Oswald. However, with g 
the exception of. the Calderon episode and on the a | j 
basis of the CIA' s written reocrd, it appears that g 
the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-l os q 
information of investigative significance. Oe . 

A separate question remains, - however. The 7 - - a ( 


Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the 


Warren Commission that A-1 was present in- the _ & 
oe a= eases” 


_ Sesion: — ess 


ig. farm is 18 be. used for materia eae 
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Oo ang | April 1978 CIA ‘communication to the FBI regarding 
os ae states in pertinent part: 


Since 1971 (A-1) has not pean involved 
in any CIA operation in Miami. or. elsewhere. 
(Joseph Norris jis the alias of a CIA 
_ representative[who. ‘periodically debriefs . - 
~ (A-1)_on. personalities and methods of the. 
DGI. _ J There is no other CIA involvement with 
Rodriguez... (CIA Doc. 0807602, CIA 202417, 
Nol. ae A-1 File 201-749651) a 


“However, a. CIA handwritten index: card concerning. 
the agEneYy status of A-l states:. 


“Taformed: "Calvia" on is April 1977 that 
(A-1)[is still an active contact,Jnot_ 
receiving any. salary, ‘but could be paid if 

_ and when used in. an operation. No problems : 
here. UspoB. will keep his contract in an. 

. active 1.1977, Aconta’ Doc., Handwritten. Note, 

“15 April 1977, contained in Vol. 4 of A-1" file 

. 201-749651) — 


| eesti: 00010 


oe Re 20053 : , : 
2 % a { 
IO EE le Ly tert ——G~_ Be Berk _ 


Be ces ant eye wean aman p 


oh a LF LF 4 IT 


f 

5 

f 

f 

a exercising this option. — pt. i r 
— 

; 

og 

; 


- " = 92 a 
Classification: 


SECRET. 


(This form. is ‘to es used for material extracted 
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conditions, accessible to the Commission.’ saa 
due consideration to the CIA's serious concern. 


foe protecting its ‘sources, the fact that A-l's 


status was. not disclosed prevented the Warren 


Commission from exercising a possible option, — 
ek 468 take the sworn testimony. of An1 as it. 
concerned Oswald and the Ranneay sgesesiavien 
On this. issue, as: the written. xecord tends to. 


‘ehow! the - Agency unilaterally: EeJcata the possibility 


In light of. the establishment of A-l's 


Rona fides, 3 4 Se te Se < , his 


proven reliability and his depth of : knowledge of. 


Cuban intelligence activities, ‘ais option magne ee 


well have been considered by the Warren Commission. 


Boek e 


ade ake we 
The AMLASH Operation Cte be i ine ¢ | or unk {cism At 
During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General _ 


issued a report which examined CIA supported 


sassess inet ton plots. Included in this report ° 


was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots Gna an. 


erren _ 009108 as? 


Classification: 
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™ Agency project. referred to as the AMLASH | 

7 “operation ( (CIA. Inspector General Report 1967 rae 
pp. 1-74, 78-112). ‘ “The: AMLASH operation involved 
a high: level Cuban “official (assigned the. CIA. 


eryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeting 


with a cra representative expressed the desire to : s 
assassinate Fidel Castro (Ibid., p. 84). As a , 4 ‘ 
xesult, of AMLASH' s expressed objective and. the a Pe Ege a 
cra's desire to find a. viable political. alternative | 5 
’ to. the Castro regime, the Agen subsequently 

“peoeiaas AMLASH with both moral and, material - § 
support designed to “depose Fidel Castro. cia 

| “by | the. CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks. f 
(Ibid. pp. 104-106) pueig 1965, AMLASH and. his 


ee ee were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting 


| at. Castro! s request the sentence was euauded to eee ag ae 
b=) * rs % # 
twenty-five years imprisonment. (Ibid... pp. 107-110). 


= against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, peer Pana g 
a In. its examination of the -AMLASH operation ; 


the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both 


direct and indirect support for AMLASH's plotting. (Ibid. p. 


offer of SUPPOEE: to AMLASH reported by. ees as 


Se ee ee ee 
- Classification: ___sECREL | 
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct Sake 


“1967. IGR states | rae is likely that at the very 
a ‘moment President. Kennedy was. shoe. a CIA officer - oe : ce 5 
was meeting with a Cuban agent in Paris and giving 2 Le ee 
him an assassination device for use against CASTRO. « | 


(ibid. ) 


or refuting Castro! s knowledge of the ‘AMLASH operation 
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy - The 
1967 IGR did note ‘that in 1965 when AMLASH was 


act 
tried in*navanay} press reports. of Cuban knowledge - 


The 1967 TGR offered no firm evidence confirming aa. g 


Of AMLASH' s. association with the CIA were dated from, : 


ars November 1964, approximately one year after ‘President 


Kennedy' s assassination, | (Ibid. P- 111). tg "4 ¢ 
The Church Committee in Book V of its Final 
: Report examined the AMLASH operation in great detail. 
(ssc, Book. V, pp. 2-7, 67- -69) The Church Committee ¢ 
concluded: ; . ps 
The ae plot was more relevant, to the § 
Warren Commision work than the early CIA 


- assassination plots with the underworld. es 5 


Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH 


Classification: = 
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operation was, in “Progress at the time. 


clearly - be. tracéd. to- the CIA; and’ 


unlike. ene earlier plots, the CIA had. 


the first. ‘step to. him being Castro! Ss. 
assassination, despite ‘Castro!’ Ss threat 


to retaliate for such plotting. No one 


(ie So, Ene: CIA and the FBI)” was told of: 
ene AMLASH operation. No one investi- 
gated a connection between the AMLASH 
operation and President Kennedy! s 
"assassination. Although Oswald had been 


in contact with pro-Castro and anti- 


a thorough - investigation of questions 


of Cuban government or ‘Cuban exile 


involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. 


7 Classification: ee 
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of the assassination; unlike the earlier 
plots, the AMLASH ‘operation could oes a 

ig. 02e _endorsed AMLASH! s proposal for a ‘coup, ss 
directly involved in either investigation 


castro groups for many months before. the 


assassination, the CIA dia not ‘conduct : 
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In 1977, the CIA issued a. second Inspector 
— General's Report. concerning the subject of CIA. 


"sponsored. assassination plots. This Report, in 


no ce .. ° large | part, was intended as 
| Church Committee's findings. _ The 1977 IGR states: 
-The Report. (of the Church Committee) 
assigns it (the. AMLASH operation) | 
characteristics that it did not have 
during the period preceding the assassina- 
tion of JFK in order to support the ssc 
view that it should have been reported 
: to the Warren Commission. (1977. IGR p. 2) 


“The 1977, TGR concluded that. prior to the 


“eget 


a a aa ae 


assassination of President Kennedy, the -AMLASH 


operation was not an assassination plot. 


FR 
Nevertheless, the 1977 bon aid state: 


(@) 

; HB w would have served to reinforce the oN 
a credibility of (the Warren Commission) 4S 
its efforts had it taken a. broader view " dotay', 
of the matter {of normal avenuesof. : 
investigation). The CIA, too, could. for! Sind 
‘have considered in specific terms 
what most then saw in general terms-- 
the possibility of Soviet or Cuban 
-involvement in the assassination 
because of the tensions. of. the time. 


It. is not enough to be able to point g 
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(This ‘ioe is to ‘be: used i material extracted. 
. from ClA—controlled documents.) zor 
to erroneous criticisms made today.” 
The Agency should have taken. broader. 
_ .. initiatives then as well. That... - 
_.., CIA employees at. the time. felt--as. 3 
_they obviously did--that. the. activities 
about which they knew had no relevance 


a to the Warren Commission inquiry does is er 


‘not take the place of a record of 
conscious review. (Ibid. p. 1 


Lat Copuckie~ - 
Richard Helms, as oe Paghest level CIA 
“employee i in contact with the Warren Commission on 
Pigs regular basis, testified ‘to the Rockefeller 
"Commission that. ‘he did not believe the AMLASH a 
operation was relevant | to the investigation of 
President Kennedy’ s death. (Rockefeller connigsion, 
‘Testimony of Richard acueiog, 4/24/75 PR: 389- ~391, 392) 
“In addition, - Mr. Helms testified before oe rs 
come ee that the AMLASH operation | was not. designed 
to be an assassination plot (Exec. Sess. Test. of 
Richard Hime: 8/9/78, pp. 26-~ 27). 
A cqOnEnes eng view to the poo emony of Mr. 
- Helms was offered by ‘Joseph Langosch who in: 1963 


.) 
was the Chief of Counter intelligence for the CIA! s ee 


responsible for CIA operations directed against 


the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence 


Services (HSCA Class. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch, 
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Sept. 14, 1978, pe) “the ‘Special Affairs. Stafe : 
was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and. was ‘responsible. 
for the "AMLASH operation (ssc, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79) 
, Langosch, as the Chief of Counterintelligence 

Cae Bae the ‘Special Affairs Staff, was responsible ‘for 

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign | 


intelligence services, particularly the Cuban 


"Intelligence Services. “(HSCA Classified Affidavit 


‘Langosch's_ recollection that: 


ee ene AMLASH operation. prior to. the 
- ‘assassination of President: Kennedy © was. 
‘characterized by the Special Affairs: 
Staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other 
senior CIA officers as an. assassination | 
; operation initiated and SRoveorS? by the 
_ CIA. (Ibid., p. 4) 
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| Langosch further recollected that as. OE 1962 


_ de was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligence = 
Services. were aware of AMLASH and his association . 
with the CIA and that the information upon naan 


ee of ‘Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). ott was cs f 


- he based has conclusion that the AMLASH _- 


Jeep FT ator we) 
officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. ‘(bid., p. 4) 


aoe 2. 


“However, the issue before this Committee is 7 ? A 
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. assassination operation. ‘In pertinent part, Pollock 
“drew the eerecuang conclusions: 
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*In response. to Langosch's sworn “pearenen ue: this”: 
Committee has ‘received from the CIA an aft laavie’ ar, 
executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA: pseudonym) who "served. 
as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the » 
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs 
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it. 
progressed." (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock, 
executed Oct. 5, 1978, p.- 1) Mr. Pollock specifically . 
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASE.. operation 
was characterized. by the Special Affairs Staff,. Desmond... 
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an: 


To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald_ 
considered the AMLASH operation to be a. political 
action activity -with the objective of organizing 
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and. the ~ 
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat: I heard 
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation 


frequently, and never heard him characterize. it save. 


an "assassiantion | operation." Mr. FitzGerald 
stated within my hearing on several occasions ; 
his awareness that coup d'etat often involves” 
loss of life. (Tbid., par. 3, p. 2) 


He also staked: 


Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH 
operation as an "assassiaftion Operation"; the. 


case officer did not; I,~as Executive Officer, never 


discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation with 
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the oth 
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not” 
have so characterized ‘it since they did not know 
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a 


hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH « 


for a means to start the coup by killing Castro. 


; 


The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the ay 


of President Kennedy' s death. AMLASH rejected. the 


pen with ee par. 4, p. ise (Thidy 
par. 6, p. 3) or 


£. 
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| death. The broader. and more significant issue, _ 
as. the 1977 TGR has identified 1 is ‘whether 
‘he AMTASH operation was - of sufficient. relevancy. 


to have pees reported to the Warren Commission. ° 


resolve. “Reasonable men may: differ in. their 


characterization of che Agency's operational - 


‘at is the Commi ttes! s position that such informa~_ 
tion, Aft made available to. the Warren “Commission, 


might nave’ stimulated the Commission' S investiga- . 


- Classification: 


from CiA—tontroll jocuments) 
assassination plot prior to President ‘Kennedy' s 


In the ‘case of the AMLASH operation this “e 


determination is a most difficult matter to- 


objectives. 


“Based upon, the presently available evidence 


tive. concern for possible @uban involvement or 
complicity in the assassination. As Jd. ‘Lee Rankin 
commented. before this Committee: 


2. ewhert I read...the Church Committee’ MG os as) 
report--it was an ideal situation for * 
them to just pick out any way they . 

wanted to tell the story and fit it 

in with the facts that had to be met 

and then either blame the rest of LE 

on somebody else or not tell any more 

or polish it off. I don't think that . 
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could have happened back in 1964. 
I think there would have been a 
much better. chance of getting to. 
the heart of it. rt might have | 
only revealed. fhae we are involved 
in it and who approved it and all- 
that. But I think that would a3 
‘ have at least come out. {(HSCA Class.. 
Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.91) 
The Committee is in agreement with Mr. Rankin 
that had the AMLASH operation ‘been disclosed to 
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have ss 
been able to foreclose the speculation and- conjecture 
that has s. surrounded the ‘AMLASH operation during 
the past decade. As history now records, the AMLASH 


; operation remains a BOOEROES) to the turbulent 
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“Felations between ‘Castro's Cuba and the United States. ae 
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